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Introduction 
m 
Ever since the evolution of life on the earth there has been contuiuous 
change in the use of resources. The economic activities vary from country to 
country and region to region depending upon the need and resource 
availability The definition of resources has been different to different people 
in different ages. The "resource" to one community may not be a resource to 
another and to someone else it may be a "neutral stuff only. The human 
beings have utilized the natural resources for their benefit and welfare ever 
since the evolution of mankind. Earlier the natural resources were abundant so 
there was no competition among the users. As the human population increased 
the number of users also increased and thus there came a time when a 
competitive spirit evolved among the users. 
The resources used by man are innumerable but the most important and 
the basic resource for the mankind is the "land resource". Earlier before the 
industrial revolution when the major economic activity was agriculture the 
socio-economic well being was solely dependent upon the agricultural 
activities. Now after the industrial revolution the dependency on agriculture 
has decreased in the industrialized and developed world but the countries 
where the share of agriculture in the national income is high and the economy 
is mainly agrarian the people are still dependent on agriculture. Although the 
Green Revolution has brought tiemendous change in production of food grains 
still the productivity of various food grains is quiet low as compared to other 
nations. As the maximum utilization of agricultural land has already taken 
place the areal extent of agricultural activities is not found to be much over the 
past few decades. Thus even after the Green Revolution the dependency of 
Indian agriculture upon the "Land Resources" is quiet evident. 
Thus in India which is basically an agricultural country where a major 
part of its population lives in rural areas and agriculture is the main economic 
activity, the livelihood, socio-economic development and wellbeing of the rural 
areas is highly dependent on the land resource of the people. The Geographical 
area of India is 32,87,263 sq. km. and the total population of India in 1901 was 
23,83,96,327 and the rural population was 89.2peiccnl ot~ the total population 
and the percentage of urban population was 10.1 percent only. After 
independence the total population in 1951 rose upto 36, 10, 88,090 and the 
share of rural and urban population was 72.2 percent and 27.8 percent 
respectively . Ihe population of India has increased at a much higher rate and it 
reached 1,028 millions in 2001. Though the country possesses about 2.4 percent 
of the total surface area of the world but it supports about 16.7 percent of the 
world population. As the geographical area is the same and the population is 
continuously increasing it is quiet clear that there is an immense pressure on the 
land resources of the countiy and specially the agricultural land. 
Various scholars have classified the land resources on various bases. On 
the basis of utilization land resources of the country has been classified into 
various categories. One of the classification categorizes of land includes private 
land, public land and common land. The term "common land resources" is used 
variously to refer to property owned and defended by a community of resource 
users, to property owned by no one, and to property owned by a government to 
which the people have "common access". In India there are variety of common 
land resources such as forests, pastures and grazing lands, threshing grounds, 
manure pits, cemeteries, cremation grounds, fallow lands, banen land 
uncultivated lands, etc. As the name suggests the common land resources are 
common to all and no one has any exclusive right upon it. This has led the 
common land resources to a state of "open/common access" and thus to a state 
of continuous degradation also. The common land resources have been 
specified in Indian context as five categories of land use/cover viz. forests, 
pastures and grazing lands, cultivable wasteland, banen and uncultivated lands 
and fallow land other than current fallow. They are generally utilized by the 
poor and marginal farmers in various ways for economic gains. The forests 
provide timber and other forest products. Many of these forests products are 
used in various small scale/household industries. The pastures support the 
livestock of the farmers engaged in agriculture and dairying and the 
uncultivated and barren lands are utilized for construction of houses, poultry 
farms and animal husbandry. As these lands are accessible to all, they are 
generally overexploited by the people who naturally want to get the maximum 
benefit out of the common land. 
The use of land for the agricultural activities is well understood but the 
use of forests, pastures, baiTen land, fallow land and the wasteland is mostly 
overlooked. Except for the forest resources there are no specific government 
programmes for utilization of common land resources judiciously. The land 
which is common to all is a resource for the local people and they get economic 
benefits from them. The landless and poor and marginal farmers also utilize 
common land resources for economic gains. The share of common land 
resources in India is presently one third of the total geographical area. The share 
of forest among the total common land resources is about 22 percent. In Uttar 
Pradesh the area under the common land resources is 29.28 percent whereas in 
Allahabad its share is only 14.47 percent. Considering the importance of 
common land resources upon the livelihood of the landless, poor and marginal 
farmers and the dynamics of land and population it seems worthy to study the 
various factors affecting the common land resources their economic 
significance and the ways for proper management of these resources for 
sustainable development of the society, nation and the world as a whole. 
The present dissertation is an attempt to study the various aspects 
pertaining to common land resources.The whole dissertation has been divided 
into five chapters. 
Chapter first deals with the basic concept of the common land resources 
and their classification. It also discusses the aims and objectives of the study, 
hypotheses, sources of primaiy and secondary data, sampling techniques and 
details of the questionnaire used in collecfing the primaiy data. Chapter second 
deals with the various geographical studies already done in the field of 
agricultural geography. It also includes the studies regarding concept. 
definition, conservation, management, delineation and utilization of the natural 
resources in general and the common land resources in particular. 
Chapter third includes the physical, social and economic profile of the 
district. Fhe chapter discusses the tono'^'ranhv, climate, draina*'e and 
administrative divisions. It also gives an account of the various economic 
activities, population, settlement, urbanization, literacy, industries and 
inigation. 
Fourth chapter is largely based upon the secondaiy data, it begins with 
the description of the landuse pattern of the Allahabad district followed by the 
spatial distiibution of the common land resources and the regions of high, 
medium and low common land resources. The chapter also shows the temporal 
change and finally concludes with the description of the various modes of 
utilization of common land resources. 
Chapter fifth is based upon the primaiy data collected through field 
suivey It includes the social and economic profile of the respondents and the 
geo-economic analysis of the common land resources to understand the cost-
benefit ratio of utilizing these resources. The chapter gives details of age, caste, 
family size, the educational status, economic activity, and land use pattern of 
Rabi and Kharif crops and the common land resource utilization pattern. Finally 
the cost-benefit analysis of agricultural activity and the common land resource 
utilization have been worked out to analyze the impact of these resources upon 
the landless, marginal and small farmers. In the last, summaiy and conclusion 
has been addressed. 
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chapter I 
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1.1 INTRODUCTION: 
The human beings have utilized the natural resources for their benefit 
and welfare ever since the evolution of mankind, fhus there has been 
continuous change m the use of resources. The definition of resources was 
never same to various people at different time and place. The ''resource" to 
one community may not be a resource to another and to someone else it may 
be a "neutral stuff only. Earlier the natural resources were abundant so there 
was no competition among the users. The resources used by man are 
innumerable but the most important and the basic resource for the mankind is 
the "land resource". As the human population increased the number of users 
also increased and thus there came a time when a competitive spirit evolved 
among the users. Earlier before the industrial revolution when the major 
economic activity was agriculture the socio-economic wellbeing was solely 
dependent upon the agricultural activities. Now after the industrial revolution 
the dependency on agriculture has decreased in the industrialized and 
developed world. The countries where the share of agriculture in the national 
income is high and the economy is mainly agrarian the socio-economic 
development of the people is still dependent on agriculture, India is a 
developing country .It has shown tremendous change in various dimensions. 
Still major part of the Indian population lives in rural area where Agriculture 
is their main economic activity. Although the Green Revolution has brought 
tiemendous change in Production of food grains still the productivity of 
various food grams is quiet low as compared to other nations. As the 
maximum utilization of agricultural land has already taken place the areal 
extent of agricultural activities is not found to be much over the past few 
decades. Thus even after the Green Revolution the dependency of Indian 
agriculture upon the "Land Resources" is quiet evident. 
Ihe (ieographical area of India is 32, 87,263 sq. km. 1 he total 
population of India in 1901 was 23, 83, 96, 327. Among the total population the 
rural population was 89.2 percent whereas the percentage of urban population 
was only 10 1 After independence the total population in 1951 rose up to 36, 
10, 88,090 and the share of rural and urban population was 72.2 and 27.8 
percent respectively .The population of India had increased at a much higher 
rate and it reached 1,028 millions in 2001. Though the country posses about 2.4 
percent of the total surface area of the world but it supports about 16.7 percent 
of the world population. As the geographical area is the same and the 
population is continuously increasing it is quiet clear that there is an immense 
pressure on the land resources of the country and specially the agricultural land. 
Various scholars have classified the land resources on various bases. On 
the basis of utilization land resources of the country has been classified into 
various categories. One of the classification categorizes of land includes private 
land, public land and common land. The term "common land resources" is used 
variously to refer to propeity owned and defended by a community of resource 
users, to property owned by no one, and to propeity owned by a government to 
which the people have "common access". In India there are variety of common 
land resources such as forests, pastures and grazing lands, threshing grounds, 
manure pits, cemeteries, cremation grounds, fallow lands, banen land 
uncultivated lands, etc. As the name suggests the common land resources are 
common to all and no one has any exclusive right upon it. This has led the 
common land resources to a state of "open/common access" and thus to a state 
of continuous degradation also. The common land resources have been 
specified m Indian context as five categories of land use/cover viz. forests, 
pastures and grazing lands, cultivable wasteland, barren and uncultivated lands 
other than current fallow. The landless and poor farmers utilize common land 
resources for economic gains. This is mainly due to the decreasing land 
resources. The present scenario of the dynamics of land and Population makes 
it necessary to study the various factors affecting the common land resources 
their economic significance and the ways for proper management of these 
resources for sustainable development of the society, nation and the World in 
whole. 
1.2 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES: 
Thus the present study was conducted with the following aims and 
objectives: 
1) To study the concept and definition of the common land resources. 
2) To analyze the spatial distiibution of the common land resources. 
3) To examine the temporal change of the common land resources. 
4) To investigate the various modes of utilization of these resources. 
5) To explore the possible economic gains from these resources. 
6) To suggest the possible ways for proper management of the 
common land resources. 
1.3 HYPOTHESES: 
To fulfill the objectives stated above the following hypotheses have been 
formulated: 
1) The common land resources are decreasing at a very fast rate. 
2) The common land resources are utilized by the landless and small and 
marginal farmers for economic gains 
1.4 DATABASE AND RESEARCH DESIGN: 
The study is based on the primaiy data collected thiough field surveys 
and secondaiy data collected from various sources. Individual observation of 
the researcher during the field survey was also considered. The secondaiy data 
was obtained from the reports of various government and non-government 
agencies. The primary data was obtained with the help of a questionnaire 
through field survey conducted in selected villages of the Allahabad district. 
The questionnaire included various questions which were used to gather the 
required infomiation. 
1. PRIMARY DATA: 
I'he primary data was collected from the field Survey conducted during 
the months of August and September 2006. The secondary data obtained from 
various agencies was used to generate the regions of low medium and high 
common land resources. One village was selected from each categoiy. The 
primary data was collected from the sampled villages in the various blocks. The 
sampled villages were located in the blocks of Kaurihar, Shankargarh and 
Handia. These villages were selected taking into consideration the factors given 
below: 
1) Population of the village. 
2) Accessibility. 
a) Distance from the nearest town. 
b) Distance from the road. 
The sampled villages were having the population ranging from 2000 to 
2500.The total number of households taken into the study were 115 and it 
varied from 32 to 46 in the sampled villages of low and high common land 
Resource respectively. Accessibility was also taken into account in the selection 
of villages for the study that were neither too far nor too close to the road and 
town. A well framed questionnaire was used to collect data regarding 
population size and number of households in the village. The cropping pattern, 
family size, caste, land use pattern, educational status and the utilization of 
common land resources was also analyzed. 
2. SECONDARY DATA: 
The secondaiy data regarding geographical background of the area, 
climatic conditions including soil characteristics, rainfall, vegetation, land use 
pattern including general and agricultural land use, demographic characteristics 
and social structure characteristics of the district and block was obtained from 
various government and non government organisations. Ihe data regarding the 
physical features, cHmatic condition, rainfall, vegetation and land use pattern 
was obtained from the District Gazetteer of Allahabad. The data regarding the 
population of the sampled villages and the social structure was obtained from 
the village surveys. The data on various aspects have been obtained from 
various government publications. Some of the important ones are mentioned 
below: 
1) Statistical Abstract of India (2001) 
2) Statistical Abstract of Allahabad District (1995) 
3) Statistical Abstract of Allahabad District (2004) 
4) Allahabad Gazetteer 
5) Agricultural Statistics at a Glance (1995-2005) 
6) Souvenir: State Land use and Board, Lucknow (2004-05) 
The Statistical Abstracts of the Allahabad District were obtained from 
Vikas Bhavan, Allahabad whereas the Agricultural Statistics at a Glance and 
Souvenir; State Land Use Board was obtained from the Directorate of Statistics 
and Economics, Lucknow .The Statistical Abstiacts of India and the Allahabad 
Gazetteer were obtained from Maulana Azad Libraiy A.M.U. Aligarh. Various 
other books and documents were consulted at various libraries 
3. SAMPLING TECHNIQUE AND SAMPLE SIZE: 
The sampled villages in the study region were surveyed and the primaiy 
data was collected with the help of the Questionnaire. In the sampled village 
stratified random sampling was done to collect the primaiy data from the 
respondents. Thus random survey was conducted among the landless, small, 
marginal, medium, large and very large farmers. The sample size taken was 5 
percent .Thus out of the total households at least 5 percent households were 
surveyed for the present study. 
4. QLESTIONNAIRE: 
The questionnaire used in the survey for collecting the primary data was 
well structured containing the following details as given below. 
Section i: it dealt with the general questions about the size of the village, its 
population and also the name of the respondent including his name, age, 
educational qualification, caste and status in the village. 
Section II: The household characteristics of the respondents were analysed in 
this pait of the questionnaire. It included questions related to the size of the 
family, their educational level and their occupational structure. 
Section III: It included questions regarding size of land holding (actual and 
operational), general land use pattern in Kharif and Rabi seasons, inigation 
facilities, other agricultural inputs and agricultural production. 
Section IV: The questions regarding the mode of utilization of Common Land 
Resources, their aerial extent and economic feasibility were included in this 
section. 
Section V: This section included questions regarding the problems and 
suggestions made by the respondents about the Common Land Resources. 
Section VI: Personal Observations, specific intei-views with selected people 
were registered in this section. 
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1.5 DATA PROCESSING AND ANALYSIS: 
The data collected through the field survey was thoroughly checked and 
analysed The personal observations and perceptions of the researcher was 
taken into account in analyzing and processing of the data for concluding the 
results. The data was processed using simple statistical techniques. During the 
data processing various categories were made to obtain the real scenario of 
educational status, sources of income, landholding status etc 
The educational status of the respondents was analyzed and the 
respondents were categorised into 5 categories on the basis of their educational 
level. The categories were illiterate, up to High School, Intermediate, Graduate 
and Higher education. The data pertaining to the source of income was also 
categorised into 5 different categories. The categories were agriculture only, 
agriculture and business, labour (agricultural /non agricultural), other 
employment and business only. The land use data regarding the size of land 
holdings and production was obtained from the survey. The yield was 
calculated in kg/hectare. On the basis of the land holdings the respondents were 
categorised into 6 categories. They were landless, marginal, small, medium, 
large and veiy large. Finally the data has been represented using suitable maps, 
tables and diagrams. 
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chapter II 
(Review of^vaiCaBCe Literature 
m [ffi 
On analyzing the literature on cominon land resources it is clearly seen 
that scholars of various disciplines specially Sociologists, Economists and 
Geographers have done research in various aspects of common property 
resources (CPR) m general and common land resources (CLR) in particular. 
The management of the common property resource is the need of the time. The 
tenn ''common land resource" includes not only the property "common" to all 
but it also indicates the presence of common property as a "resource" for the 
people. 
Thus to begin with the various dimensions of the common land 
resources it would be useful to start with the very definition of the term 
"resource". The definition of the term "resource" has been different to different 
people at different times and places. Thus there has been a change in definition 
over space and time. To state briefly we can define resource as "features of the 
environment which are considered to be capable of serving man's needs. They 
are given utility by the capabilities and wants of man" (Zimmermann E.W.). 
According to Monall P.E. "natural Resources may be defined as those resources 
which are provided by nature and are useful to man". The resource is for the 
benefit of the mankind. The definition of resources has been different to 
different people in different ages. The "resource" to one community may not be 
a resource to another and to someone else it may be a "neutral stuff only.The 
human beings have utilized the natural resources for their benefit and welfare 
ever since the evolution of mankind. Earlier the natural resources were 
abundant so there was no competition among the users. As the human 
population increased the number of users also increased and thus there came a 
time when a competitive spirit evolved among the users. 
The term "resource" can be split into "re" and "source" which indicates 
the time factor involved with the concept of resource. Thus resources are not 
static rather dynamic. The numbei; function and types changes over period of 
time. This change is undertaken by the mankind. The creation of resource is 
14 
based upon the man's interaction with nature and envnonment It is advocated 
by many scholars namely Sharma (1984) and Rees (1990) that people's 
adoption of new values, ideas, customs and opportunities within the natural 
environment and the use of new technology is the key to the mechanism of 
resource creation. The need of a time and change in demand for skills, material 
and sei'vices is the basis of bringing change in the resource utilization. 
The resources can be categorized into various categories .The one which 
are highly affected by the human actions are the "natural resources". Natural 
resources are defined by John M KeiT (1977) as "the resources that are not 
manmade, including all of the Earth's natural elements and environmental 
forces." the Natural Resources are thus categorized by John M Keir (1977) into 
four categories : 
1) Basic natural resources 
2) Natural resource commodities 
3) Environmental amenities 
4) Environmental processes 
The Natural Resources are used by the people for their benefit. 
Sometimes the use of these resources may lead to conflicting situations among 
the users. The Natural Resources have been thus classified into four categories 
by Sharma (1984) on the basis of whether the use does or does not lead to 
conflict between the users. The four categories are; 
1) Resources used for individual's benefit which do not involve conflict. 
2) Resources used only for social ends without conflict. 
3) Resources used by individuals and society with conflict if the resource 
used is in limited supply. 
4) Resources used both by individuals and society without conflict if the 
resource used are in abundant supply. 
The classification of resources on the basis of whether the use of 
resources does or does not involve conflict has two dimensions. They are 
Subtiactability and Exclusion form. 
Exclusion is related to the accessibility to the resource by the individual 
or the groups through enforceable rules and regulations. It can be of two forms 
viz. exclusive and non-exclusive. The former is the one where there is a 
restiiction to the access of the illegible group or individuals is present while the 
latter is the one where there is no restriction to access. Subtractability is used to 
express a situation of resource use in which the resource consumption by one 
effects the consumption by another. Thus the use of resource by one individual 
will definitely reduce the benefit another individual gets from that resource. 
The resources sometimes may be non- subtiactable i.e. the use by one 
individual does not reduce the benefit of another individual. The combination 
of the above two types of resources may be made to evolve another type of a 
resource called as "semi-nonsubtiactable'' resource. These resources remain to 
be non-subtiactable as long as the number of users are small. With the increase 
in the number of users these resources become subtractable resources and the 
use of one individual effects the benefit of another individual. 
The natural resources used by the human beings are innumerable but the 
most important one is the "land resource'. With the continuously increasing 
population of India the 'pressure' upon the land resources is increasing 
continuously. The total geographical area of the countiy in 1951 was 32, 87,263 
sq. km. and the population was 361 millions. In 2001 although the geographical 
area remained the same but the population reached up to 1028 millions(Censes 
2001),Thus a continuous decrease in the per head land availability has taken 
place since independence. 
Various scholars have classified the land resources on various bases. On 
the basis of utilization land resources have been classified into forest, land put 
to non agricultural use, pasture and grazing land, bushes and other forests, 
culturable wasteland, banen and uncultivated land, current fallow lands and 
fallow lands other than current fallow (Souvenir 2004-05 S.L.U.B. 
Lucknow).On the basis of property rights of an individual the land can be 
classified into private public and common land. 
The Common Property Resources have been studied by various scholars 
since the publication of Hardin's paper "The Tragedy of Commons". Various 
aspects of the common land resources have been studied by scholars like Jodha 
(19860, Smgh (1997), Mohammad (1981), Wade (1982), Ress (1990), Bromley 
and Cemea (1996), Kumaria (2003), Sabarwal (1996), Ghate (2005)and Bajpai 
(2005). 
Hardin (1968) in his paper entitled "The Tragedy of Commons" has 
rightly stated "ruin is the destination towards which all men reach, each 
pursuing his own interest in a society that believes in the freedom of the 
Commons". The same concept of common propeity resources has been 
advocated by Singh (1997) where he had defined the common propeity 
resource as the resource owned by an identifiable group of people regulated by 
social conventions and legally enforceable rules. Traditionally the common 
property resource include land, water ,grass, wildlife and forest which are 
regulated by social conventions and legally enforceable rules (Beiges and 
Gochfield 1998). 
The concept of Common Propeity Resources is a confusing one and is 
often used as synonym for common pool resources. The common propeity 
resource is a controversial and complex concept and has different meaning, 
scope and coverage in different discipline. The public resources and the private 
resource are the two major categories of the resources. The public resources are 
operational zed through institutional infrastructure such as court of law which 
prevents its unlawful use by non owner while the private resources are managed 
by the institutions such as a group, community or states has free access to all 
and its benefits are for collective consumptions of the people. 
Singh (1997) in his paper "property Rights and Tenure in Natural 
resources" has emphasized upon the concept that common property resources 
(CPRs) are owned by an identifiable group of people and regulated by social 
conventions and legally enforceable rules. Bromley and Cernea (1986) have 
elaborated the concept of common property resources and have emphasized 
upon the recognition of "propeity" in the context common property resources 
of benefit rather than ownership. There is a basic limitation in the above 
definition that it does not take into consideration the importance of institutions 
in the management of common property resources. The difference between the 
common propeity resources and the free and open access resource lies in the 
presence or absence of institutions regulating the use of these resources. A 
similar view regarding the common property resources and free and open 
access resources has been expressed by Circacy-Wantiup and Bishop (1975) 
They emphasized that a resource becomes common property resources only 
when a group of people having right to its collective use is well defined and the 
rules governing its use are clearly set out and followed universally. 
The use of another term common pool resource as a synonym to the 
common propeity resources has created a situation of terminological ambiguity. 
Common pool resources (CPR) were used by Berkes et.al. (1989),Rees (1990) 
etc as a synonym to common property resources. The term "pool" instead of 
"propeity" refers to the commonality of interest and seems to be more relied 
upon community based management. The term "pool" is thus an indicator of 
joint interest and effort of people in relation to the resource management. Thus 
the term common pool resource seems to be a better term than common 
propeity resource. In Another study Singh (1994) has given a different view. 
Earlier the common propeity resource and common pool resources were used 
alternatively but he advocates that common pool resources is a broader term 
because it includes both common propeity resources (where property rights are 
not well defined ) and non property regimes or open access resources (where 
the propeity rights does not exist at all).Once we have amved upon the 
conceptual definition of com.mon property resources its delineation and 
estimate of its aerial strength is necessary . 
In India the forests, pastures and grazing lands, wasteland, threshing 
ground, manure pits, cemeteries, cremation grounds, rivers, rivulets, lakes, 
ponds etc. are considered to be common property resources. They have been 
broadly classified into three major categories viz. land, forest and water. The 
common land resources (CLRs) in Indian Context has been specified into five 
categories of land use / land cover viz. forest, pasture and grazing land, 
culturable wasteland, barren and uncultivated land and fallow lands other than 
current fallow (Mohammed 1998).The common Land Resources are exploited 
by the people for economic gains. A number of studies have been undertaken to 
explore the mode of utilization of common land resources, their present state 
and the causes for their degradation. The increasing biotic pressure and 
commercialization of the rural economy which is breaking down the traditional 
rules and regulations have reduced most of the common land resources to the 
state of open access and they are highly degraded (Jodha 1977) .Iyengar (1989) 
has focused upon the deteorating condition of the grazing and pasture lands 
which are considered to be one of the important part of the common land 
resources. Singh (1997) has emphasized that the exploitation of the land 
resources in a sustainable manner is necessary to ensure food security while 
Bajpai (2005) had studied the features promoting wasteland and methods to 
reclaim them. There are a number of studies undertaken by various scholars 
regarding the utilization of forests and grazing land etc. Raha S. (2003), Mathur 
and Bindra (1990), Gopalknshnan K.S, Saktivel M and Suml K (1997), Singh 
R.B.(1997),Naushad A, Kausar S. and Zohra R (2002) and Niyogi D (2001) are 
to name a few. 
The population growth of India is at high rate even after the various 
efforts by the government of India, non governmental organizations (NGOs) 
and different World organizations. The population of India just after 
independence in 1951 was 361 millions. It increased up to 1,028 millions in 
2001 (Census 2001) and is still increasing at a very high rate. The population of 
India thus increased by 667 millions in 50 years while the Geographical area of 
the country remained the same .The area under Agriculture i.e. net sown area 
has increased from 119 million hectares in 1951 to 141 million hectares in 
2001 (India 2006).Thus the per head availability land has been decreasing 
continuously while the biotic pressure upon the land resources had been 
increasing continuously with the increasing population. Now as the extension 
of the agricultural land is near to impossible, if not impossible the most 
potential alternative to provide food and other economic benefits to the teeming 
millions is the proper and judicious utilization of the common land resources 
The common land resources of India add up to 20 percent of the total 
geographical area of the country. Thus the management of the common land 
resources seems to be a worthy effort. 
Since the common land resources is by and large no one's exclusive 
property they are exploited and improperly utilized for the private benefit. 
Hence proper management of CLR is essential. Many scholars have studied and 
suggested proper management practices at international and national scales. 
Ghate (2005) has stated that community integrated forest resource management 
is necessary for conservation and development of common land resources. 
Similarly Kumaria (2003) has pointed out the necessity of the role of local 
people local people along with Government agencies in the development of 
common land resources. Mohammed (1998) in his paper has studied at depth 
the concept, problems of common land resources, spatial distiibution, 
management and a number of issues related to it in plains of Uttar Pradesh. 
Sabarwal (1996) has studied the pastoral politics with reference to Gaddi 
grazing degradation and biodiversity conservation in Himachal Pradesh. 
The review of the available literature reveals that the concept of 
common land resources is an old one and is being explored and investigated by 
various scholars on different lines. Many scholars have done sincere efforts to 
define, delineate and classify the common property resources and common land 
resources at various times. .There have been a number of studies related to the 
utilization of common Land resources, their present status and the 
consequences of the man's overuse of the common property. There has been a 
sincere effort by various scholars to study the methods and ways to manage the 
common land resources. Still there seems to be a need for a study regarding the 
management of the common Land Resources considering their economic and 
geographical importance. Thus the present study has been undertaken to 
investigate this aspect of the common land resources. 
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3.1 PHYSICAL PROFILE: 
L Location and Extent: 
The district of Allahabad* is located between 24° 47' N and 25° 43' N 
latitudes and between 81° Sl'E to 82° 21'E longitudes. It covers an area of 
5482 sq. km. The total Rural area is 5365 sq. Km. and the urban area is 117 sq. 
Km. This district lies in the Southern part of the state in the Ganga plain and 
adjoining Vindhyan Plateau of India. Allahabad is surrounded by district 
Bhadohi and Mirzapur in the east, Kaushambi and Banda in the west, 
Pratapgarh and Jaunpur in the north and Banda and Madhya Pradesh in the 
south. The river Ganga and Yamuna flow through the district. 
The district of Allahabad is named after its headquarters city. According 
to the historian Badauni when Akbar visited Prayag in 1575 he founded a new 
city and named it Ilahabad. It is said by some that this word is the corrupt form 
of Ilavas ( Ila being the name of the mother of Pururavas Aila and the Avasa 
meaning abode in Sanskrit) which in process of time became Allahabad. 
Pururavas Aila was the progenitor of the lunar race and his capital was 
prathisthana (identified with modem Jhunsi opposite Allahabad) in the early 
Vedic times. Another tradition has it that the city derives its name from the 
Alha -the Banaphar hero. 
* The district of Allahabad was bifurcated into Allahabad and Kaushambi in 1997. 
Before the bifurcation it covered an area of 7261 sq.km with nine tehsils and 28 
Community Development Blocks. The Doab region covering an area of 1779 sq. km 
with three tehsil and eight Community Development Blocks was created as 
Kaushambhi. 
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2. Administrative Divisions: 
The district comprises of eight tahsils, twenty Community Development 
Blocks, 2715 villages and 10 towns. The tehsils are Sadar, Soraon, Karchana, 
Bara, Phulpur, Handia, Koraon and Meja. Tahsil Meja is biggest according to 
the area while tahsil Sadar is the biggest tahsil in the district as per population. 
The areal extent of the blocks of Allahabad district varies from 134.85 
Sq. km. in case of Soroun to 719.42 Sq. km. in case of Koraon. The total 
population of the district was 49, 36,105 (2001) where the share of urban and 
rural population was 75.55 and 34.45 respectively. The blockwise population 
also varies from 1, 25,128 in Kondhiyaar to 3, 28,958 in Koarihar. The table 
No. 3.1 give the block wise areal extent and population distribution in 
Allahabad district. 
Table 3.1 
Administrative Divisions of Allahabad District 
(2001) 
S. No Blocks 
Area 
(Sq. Km.) Population 
1 Koarihar 420.35 3,28,958 
2 Holagarh 148.46 1,54,329 
^ J Mauaima 150.60 1,49,461 
4 Soroun 134.85 1,68,694 
5 Bahriya 248.75 2,27,458 
6 Phoolpur 225.29 1,91,258 
7 Bahadurpur 264.68 2,47,297 
8 Partappur 211.01 1,86,996 
9 Saidabaad 191.42 2,09,645 
10 Dhanupur 173.22 1,91,992 
11 Handiya 160.67 1,71,203 
12 Jasra 269.58 1,43,231 
13 Shankargarh 469.08 1,35,486 
14 Chaka 153.59 1,68,867 
15 Karchana 231.81 1,97,219 
16 Kondhiyaar 200.46 1,25,128 
17 Uruva 168.90 1,65,826 
18 Meja 442.21 1,58,971 
19 Koraon 719.42 2,48,803 
20 Manda 346.43 1,58,498 
21 TOTAL RURAL 5365.00 37,29,320 
22 TOTAL URBAN 117.00 12,06,785 
23 TOTAL DISTRICT 5482.00 49,36,105 
Source: Sti itistical booklet of AUaha 3ad District (2004-05) 
3. Topography: 
The district may be divided into 3 physical parts: 
1) The Trans-Ganga or the Gangapaar plain 
2) TheDoab 
3) Trans-Yamuna or the Yamunapaar tract 
The Yamunapaar tract is formed by Ganga and its tiibutary, the Yamuna, 
the latter joining the former at Allahabad, the confluence being known as 
Sangam. 
Trans-Ganga or Gangapaar plain: 
This part comprises of the Northern tehsils of Soraon, Phoolpur and 
Handia, their southern boundary being formed by the river Ganga .There are 
broad stiips of khaddar (flood Plain) in the Blocks of Nawabganj and Jhunsi 
but where the river flows close to the high bank the Khadar is nanow and 
insignificant. The high bank of the Ganga, which is generally broken by ravines 
and drainage channels is covered with poor sandy soil full of kankar (nodular 
limestone).North of the high bank lies a belt of light loam generally varying in 
width, which is broadest in the blocks of Nawabganj and Jhunsi. North of this 
belt and extending to the district boundary is a broad depression of clay with 
stretches of "Usar" (alkali laden land unfit for cultivation ) here and there, the 
northern limit of which in the block Handia is formed by a high ridge which 
extends into the District of Varanasi. Here the water table is high, the water in 
access collecting into numerous lakes which form the most noticeable feature of 
the area, specially the northern part. The surplus water of this depression 
escapes northwards into the tributaries of the Sai, eastwards into the Varuna, 
the Bairagia and other minor effluents of the Ganga. The general slope of the 
tract is towards the east or south-east. 
The Doab: 
This tract lies between the Ganga in the North and the Yamuna in the South. 
There is a high ridge which is a nartow strip of alluvial land very narrow in 
places but elsewhere widening out into broad stretches of sand and silt. A 
considerable area of the low alluvial plain in the Doab, which is not generally 
effected by floods is good for Rabi crops .The high ridge which marks the flood 
bank of Ganga is covered with gritty soil full of kankar and is full of ravines, 
some of which extend several kms. inland. As the level drops inward from high 
ridge the soil becomes light loam which changes into stiff clay in the central 
depression formed by the valley of the Sasur khaderi along which there is an 
undulating belt of poor soil, specially in its lower reaches near its confluence 
with the Yamuna where the ground is broken by a network of ravines. 
Trans-Yamuna or the Yamunapaar tract: 
This tract lies south of the Yamuna and is a part of the Bundelkhand 
region comprising of four tehsils namely Bara, Karchana koraon and Meja. 
The river Tons forms the boundary between the tehsil Meja and Karchana.To 
the north of the tehsil Karchna is a ridge formed by high banks of the Yamuna 
and the Ganga which ranges from about a kilometer and a half to 5 kilometers 
in width and is crowned with light sandy soil full of kankar. It has numerous 
ravines which carry off the water from the interior. To the north of this ridge is 
a narrow strip of the kachaar (lowland) which is more prominent near the 
confluence of the river Ganga and tons and in the N-E part of the tehsil Meja. 
To its north lies the upland (a strip of old alluvium) which comprises the central 
part of the tehsil Karchana where the soil is a mixture of clay and mar. To the 
south of the upland, the ranges of the vindhyan series lies in three sections, the 
Vindhyanchal, the plateau and the Panna range. 
4. Geology: 
Geologically the district presents a greater complexity than any other 
district of U.P. with the exception of Mirzapur. The whole Trans-Ganga 
tract,the greater portion of Doab are composed of Gangetic alluvium. The 
alluvial detritus of the Vindhyans is found in the southern part of the Doab. The 
Trans-Yamuna tract, the Vindhyan detritus merges in the Gangetic sand and 
silt. The Gangetic alluvium consists of alterations of fluvial deposition of sand, 
silt and clay. The thickness of alluvium increases from South to North. The 
upper stratum of the Vindhayanchal range consists of massive kaimur 
Sandstone of a light reddish colour. The plateau consists of an upper shaly band 
known as jhiri shales, an intermediate band forming the lower Rewah 
Sandstone and a lower band known as Panna Shales. The upper Rewah group 
(also known as Paima range) consists of massive Sandstones and is very 
similar to the Vindhyanchal range but attains a greater elevation .The order of 
superimposition of various rock formations found in the trans-Yamuna tract are 
alluvium (recent), lateritic cappings over rock outcrops (sub-recent), Kaimur 
sandstone and orthoquartzites (Upper Vindhyan). Tubewells drilled in the 
alluvium have not shown bed rock till the depth of more than 152 metres is 
touched which shows that the old topography (prior to alluvial deposits) 
generally sloped northwards. 
5. Drainage: 
The rivers of the District belong to the main system of the Ganga and 
comprise several subsystems of which the most important are the Yamuna and 
the tons, other including the minor systems of the Varuna and Sai. 
Ganga: 
The river Ganga enters the Allahabad district in the tehsil of Soraon. 
Further it forms the boundary between the tehsil of Soraon (on the North ) and 
Sadar (in the south) and reaches the new Cantoimient of Allahabad, and joins 
Yamuna near the Allahabad fortTt forms the boundary between the tehsils of 
Phoolpur (on the North ) and Karchana (on the South) till it reaches lahtak (in 
the tehsil Karchana) after which separates tehsil Handia from Karchchana. 
After joining Tons at Sirsa it takes a northeasterly bend and runs on in the 
same direction to Lachchagir. It then flows southeasterly till it reaches Tela 
after which it forms the boundary between the districts and that of Varanasi and 
running southtwards for about 13 kms. and then eastwards for about 6 kms. 
leaves the district about 3 km. North-east of Manda railway station It 
continuously shifts its channel within its wide bed (known as Kachaar),the dhar 
dhak or deep stream rule prevailing everywhere the old beds of the Ganga are 
to be seen near the mouth of the tons( in tehsil Meja)and in several other 
places..During the monsoon season the river has great depth and attains an 
average breadth of 3 to 5 Kms. but in winter and hot weather it shrinks 
considerably breaking into two or more channels. There are many streams 
which join the Ganga during its course downwards. The major ones are Bisnar, 
Mansaita, Bairagia , Andana, Gondri, Bara and Saraiha. 
Yamuna: 
The Yamuna or Kalindi is the chief tributary of the river Ganga in the 
district and is personified in the Hindu Mythology .It enters the district in tehsil 
Bara, south eastwards and at Deoria it is joined by Gahera nullah. From Deoria 
it takes a shaip bend towards the north after which it flows in a north easterly 
direction being joined by the Sasur Khaderi on its left. After Naini is joins 
Ganga on its right near the fort. The Yamuna differs from the Ganga in 
possessing steeper banks, a more constant channel and a more rapid flow. It 
contains much less silt and its water is much clearer. Its average breadth is 
about 2.5 kilometers when it is in spate and about a kilometer during dry 
weather, its depth varying greatly during the rainy season. There are many 
streams which join Yamuna during its course .The major ones are Jhagrabaria, 
Gahera and Sasur Khaderi. 
Tons: 
This river first touches the Southern boundary of the District near Deora 
and after separating the district from M.P. for about 8 kilometers leaves the 
district but returns to enter it near the Kandari (in tehsil Meja). It then runs 
north eastwards in an irregular course for about 64 Kms. Separating tehsil 
Karchhana (on the left) from tehsil Meja (on the right)) to join the Ganga near 
Sirsa. Though it carries a considerable volume of water it is quite urmavigable 
as its bed is full of boulders .Its banks are generally steep having ravines. 
During the rainy season it attains breadth of about 365 meters but in dry season 
its maximum breadth is no more than 137 meters which at places is narrowed 
down to 36 meters. It is crossed by several ferries and a rail bridge near Samhan 
(in tehsil Meja). It is joined by several small streams and hill torrents at various 
places. 
Lakes: 
There is a long and disconnected series of large and shallow lakes in the 
trans-Ganga tract as the outlets for the surface water are inadequate. The chief 
lakes are Jogitaal, Mariaon, Danitaal, Basaundha, Mujhala, Qazipur, Upardaha, 
Belsara, Kanti, Sakari and Sonai. 
6. Climate: 
The climate of Allahabad district is characterized by a long and hot 
summer, a fairly pleasant Monsoon and cold seasons. The winter usually 
extends from mid-November to February and is followed by the summer which 
continues till about the middle of June. The South-West Monsoon then ushers 
in the rainy season which lasts till the end of September. October and the first 
half of November constitute the post-monsoon season. 
7. Rainfall: 
The district has six rain-gauge stations at Allahabad, Handia, Karchhana, 
Meja, Phulpur and Soraon The rainfall of Allahabad district generally decreases 
from the South-East to the North-West. About 88 percent of the annual rainfall 
is received during the Monsoon season July and August being the months of 
maximum rainfall. The normal rainfall in the district is 975.4 mm. (38.40 
inches) but the variation from year to year is 
appreciable. On an average there are about 48 rainy days in a year, the variation 
in different parts of the district being negligible. 
8. Temperature: 
There is one meteorological observatory in the district, the records of 
which may be taken as representative of the meteorological conditions in the 
district. From about middle of November, the temperatures begin to fall rapidly 
and in January (the coldest month) the mean daily maximum is 23.7°C 
(74.7°F). In association with cold waves in the wake of western disturbance 
passing eastwards, the minimum temperature may go down to a degree on two 
above the freezing point of water and slight frosts may occur. Temperatures 
rises rapidly after Febmaiy. The heat in the summer season-particularly in May 
and the early part of June is intense. May usually being the hottest month of the 
year with the mean daily maximum temperature at 41.8°C (107.2°F) and the 
mean daily minimum at 26.8°C (80.2°F). The hot diy and often dusty westerly 
winds (locally known as loo) make the heat more intense during the daytime 
especially in the trans-Yamuna tract due to the radiation from the stony 
outcrops. The hot winds usually cease by mid June, when with the advent of he 
S.W. Monsoon Day temperature drops rapidly though the night temperature 
may go up a little higher than in May. In October day temperature begins to 
drop gradually and night temperature somewhat rapidly. 
9. Humidity and Cloudiness: 
The climate is marked by high relative humidity i.e. 70 to 80 percent 
during monsoon and progressive decrease in humidity (during the summers 
humidity is very low i.e. 15 to 20 percent only). During the monsoon season the 
skies are heavily clouded but during the rest of the year they are clear or lightly 
clouded except for short spells of a day or two during the cold season when in 
association with the passing western disturbances, they become cloudy. 
10. Winds: 
Winds are generally light throughout the year with some increase in 
force in the summer (particularly in the afternoons) and during the South West 
Monsoon season. From November to April they blow predominantly from the 
West or North-West. By May Easterlies and North-Easterlies also appear. In the 
monsoon season, the direction of the winds is either South-West to West or 
North-East to East. By October the North Easterlies and Easterlies become less 
frequent. The mean wind speed for the district is 4.2 kilometers per hour in 
January and 5.0 in February, 6.0 in March, 6.6 in April, 7.6 in May, 8.7 in June, 
7.7 in July, 6.9 in August, 6.0 in September, 3.7 in October, 2.7 in November, 
and 3.2 in December, the mean aimual speed being 5.7kilometers per hour. 
U. Flora: 
The reserved forest area under the state forest department in the district 
is 19,839 hectares of which nearly 98 percent lies in Trans-Yamuna mainly in 
two Blocks Meja (14,832 hectares) and Bara (4,806 hectares). Phulpur and 
Karchhana have no forest cover. Till the beginning of the present centuiy 
patches of 'dhak' were found in the trans-Ganga tract mostly between Phulpur 
and Sarai Mamrez, along the bank of the sasur khaderi, but most of them were 
cleared for agricultural purposes during the following decades. The right bank 
of the Ganga has patches of babul. Forest now exist mostly in the tians-Yamuna 
tiacts in Bara tahsil and the southern tracts of tahsil Meja. The chief varieties 
of trees found in these forest are Dhak (Butea monosprma), Kakor, (Ziziphus 
globerrima), Aonla (Emblica ofbicinalis), Kahwa (Terminalia arjuna), Jharberi 
(Ziziphus numilaria), Mahua (Madhuca indica), Semal (Salmalia Malabarica), 
Chiraunji (Buchanania lanzon), Bahera (Terminalia belerica) and Babul. 
12. Fauna: 
Forest cover plays an important role in the economy of the district. The 
supply of fuel, fodder and bamboo's etc. is made from these forests. The wild 
life of the district has depleted considerably owing to the destruction of forest 
and reckless shooting in the past. They are found in the trans-Yamuna tract and 
especially along the banks of the Ganga. The number and species of wild 
animals are much greater in the trans-Yamuna tract than elsewhere in the 
district. The Tiger (Panthera tigris) visits the district from Mirzapur or Madhya 
Pradesh. The Bear (Melursus ursinus) is found in the southern part of the trans-
Yamuna tract and the Leopard (Panthera Pardus) is sometimes seen in the 
ravines of the Yamuna in tahsil Bara and the southern part of tahsil Meja. The 
Bear and the Chinkara (Gazella beimetti) also known as the Indian gazelle or 
Ravine deer are found in tahsil Bara and the Sambar (Cervus unicolor) occurs 
in small numbers in the southern part of tahsil Meja. The Hyaena (Hyaena 
hyaena), considerable herds of the Indian black buck (Anteloppe cervicapra) 
and the Boar (sus secrofa). The Nilgai or Blue bull (Boselaphus tragocamelus) 
is found in the tahsil of trans-Yamuna tract. The fox (Kulpus bengalensis), the 
Hare (Lepus mfica udatus), and the Sahi or Indian Porcupine (Hystiix leucura) 
are found throughout the district. 
The usual species of birds which are commonly found in the Gangetic plain 
are also found in the district .Among the game birds the most common are 
Pesfoul, (Pavo Cristatus), Grey partridge (Franco-Linus Pondiceriancis), the 
Common Indian Sand Gouse (pterodes Exustus) etc. The Great Indian Bustard 
(Choriotis Nigriceps) and the Florican (Syphiotides Indica) are found are found 
in the hilly and grassy parts of the Trans-Yamuna tract .Several species of 
migratory birds are seen during winter season. 
Snakes are common in the District , the most poisonous being the Cobra 
(Naja naja), the Krait (Bungarus Caeruleous) and Russel's viper (Vipera 
Rusellii) are seldom found beyond the hilly country of the trans-Yamuna tract. 
Fishes are found in the rivers and in the lakes and ponds of the district, the 
common species being Rohu,(labeo Rohita), Karaunch (Labeo Calbasu), Tergri 
(Gagalia Cenis) and Singhi (Heteropseastus Fossilis) etc. 
13. Minerals: 
Minerals wealth of the district has great significance in terms of socio-
economic prosperity and economic base. It contributes largely for developing 
an area by providing economic opportunities and enriching an area with its 
natural endowments. The mineral products that are commonly found in the 
district are Glass sand, building stone, Kankar, brick earth and Reh. The 
mineral products that are commonly found in the district are glass sand, 
building stone, kankar, brick earth and Reh. 
14. Glass Sand and Building Stone: 
Some of the best glass sand deposits are found in the neighborhood of 
Shankargarh and Lohgara (both in tahsil Bara) and the requirements of most of 
the glass factories in northern India are drawn from these deposits.The Kaimur 
sandstone is an excellent building stone. It lies in beds vaiying between 150 
mm and 2.5 mm thickness. These stones one found in the southern parts of the 
distiict. 
3.2 SOCIO-ECONOMIC PROFILE: 
The distiict of Allahabad has been a centre of trade, learning and 
religious festivals. The District has witnessed considerable change in the 
demography, economic activities, transport, population and culture over the 
past decades. 
1. Settlement: 
The total area of Allahabad district has been reduced from 7261.00 sq. 
km. to 5482 sq. km. due to carving out of the new district. There had also been 
obvious changes in the number of residential houses and number of households 
during the last 40 years. The number of residential houses increased 
considerably over the past 40 years. The table below shows the decadal increase 
in the households from 1961 to 2001. 
Table 3.2 
Decadal Growth of Number of Households 
In Allahabad District 
(1961-2001) 
Year Number of Households Decadal Growth 
1961 421771 
1971 486256 15.29 
1981 624762 28.28 
1991 566230 23.40 
2001 692233 22.09 
Source: Statistical booklets of Allahabad Distiict (of various years) 
2. Population: 
The British made it a poUcy to discourage local manufacturers, which 
was the main cause of the decline of indigenous industries forcing more and 
more people to take to agricultural pursuits. Famines and epidemics were a 
regular feature around 1931. The population pressure on agriculture was 
therefore not so acute till then. The population pressure started to increase since 
1931. The decadal growth rate of population had been very high during the last 
six decades. 
Table 3.3 
Decadal Growth of Population In 
Allahabad District 
(1901-2001) 
Year Population Decadal Growth 
1901 14,89,358 
1911 14,67,136 -1.90 
1921 14,04,445 -4.05 
1931 14,91,913 5.02. 
1941 18,12,981 18.11 
1951 20,48,250 11.78 
1961 24,38,376 19.56 
1971 29,07,270 20.58 
1981 37,97,033 26.25 
1991 49,21,310 29.01 
2001* 49,36,105 26.91 
The 2001 data is for Allahabad district excluding the district of Kaushambhi 
which is included in rest of the data 
As shown in Table No. 3.3 the-population of the Allahabad District was 
only 14,89,358 which was only 30 percent of the population of Allahabad 
district in 2001.Thus over a period of 100 years the population of the district 
has increased by 331 percent .Although there is tremendous growth in the 
population but on analyzing the Table No. 3.1 we find a negative growth in the 
population for two decades i.e. 1901-1911 and 1911-1921.The major cause for 
this decline was widespread famines and diseases in the country during the 
British rule in the early part of the 20* century. 
3. Urbanization: 
Another feature under the study was urbanization. In urban area the 
numbers of residential houses have been increasing and the share of urban 
population has also been increasing because of immigration. But even more 
importantly, the area under urban limits has also been increasing. The share of 
urban population has increased from 18.12 per cent in 1961 to 24.72 per cent in 
2001. 
4. Population Structure: 
The District of Allahabad supports a large population of scheduled 
castes and scheduled tribes Also._ The total share of scheduled caste and 
scheduled tribe population is 24.5 percent. There is much variation among 
the scheduled castes and scheduled tribes population. It varies from 17.6 in 
Karchana to 34. Ipercent in Shankergarh. There are many social and 
political factors for the variation in the population of scheduled castes and 
scheduled tribes. The table 3.4 shows block wise distribution of scheduled 
caste and scheduled tribe population. 
Table 3.4 
Blockwise Share of SC And ST Population Within Total 
Population In Allahabad District(2001) 
Blocks Total Population 
Scheduled 
Caste 
Population 
Scheduled 
Tribe 
Population 
Percentage 
Share Of 
SC And ST 
Population 
Koarihar 328958 89608 185 27.3 
Holagarh 154329 39690 0 25.7 
Mauaima 149461 36267 0 24.3 
Soroun 168694 45108 108 26.8 
Bahriya 227458 57259 22 25.2 
Phoolpur 191258 44558 18 23.3 
Bahadurpur 247297 61050 0 24.7 
Partappur 186996 46042 16 24.6 
Saidabaad 209645 47368 12 22.6 
Dhanupur 191992 39866 0 20.8 
Handiya 171203 33473 0 19.6 
Jasra 143231 30616 474 21.7 
Shankargarh 135486 45885 340 34.1 
Chaka 168867 45226 77 26.8 
Karchana 197219 34190 524 17.6 
Kondhiyaar 125128 30752 150 24.7 
LImva 165826 37050 2 22.3 
Vieja 158971 34759 292 22.0 
Coraon 248803 72224 1327 29.6 
vlanda 158498 38886 178 22.3 
TOTAL RURAL 3729320 909877 3715 24.0 
TOTAL URBAN 1206785 155220 558 13.0 
OTAL 4936105 1065097 4273 24.5 
ource: Statistical booklet of Allahabad Distiict (2004-05) 
5. Population Density: 
Table 3.5 
Population Density of Different Blocks in Allahabad District 
(2001) 
S. No Blocks Area (Sq, Km.) Population Density 
1 Koarihar 420.35 328958 783 
2 Holagarh 148.46 154329 1040 
3 Mauaima 150.60 149461 992 
4 Soroun 134.85 168694 1251 
5 Bahriya 248.75 227458 914 
6 Phoolpur 225.29 191258 849 
7 Bahadurpur 264.68 247297 934 
8 Partappur 211.01 186996 886 
9 Saidabaad 191.42 209645 1095 
10 Dhanupur 173.22 191992 1108 
11 Handiya 160.67 171203 1066 
12 Jasra 269.58 143231 531 
13 Shankargarh 469.08 135486 289 
14 Chaka 153.59 168867 1099 
15 Karchana 231.81 197219 847 
16 Kondhiyaar 200.46 125128 624 
17 Uruva 168.90 165826 982 
18 Meja 442.21 158971 359 
19 Koraon 719.42 248803 346 
20 Manda 346.43 158498 458 
21 Total Rural 5365.00 3729320 695 
22 Total Urban 117.00 1206785 10314 
23 Total 5482.00 4936105 901 
Source: Stg itistical booklet o ^ Allahabad District (20 04-05) 
Allahabad district posses a large size of population thus we find that the 
overall population density of the district to be 901 in 2001.Earlier in 1991 it 
was reported to be 719. Thus there is a significant change over the previous 
decade. The population density of the rural areas was found to be 695 whereas 
the population density of the urban areas was found to be 10314. The 
population density varies among the different Blocks from 458 in Manda to 
1108 in Dhanupur. The table 3.5 represents the variation in population density 
within the different Blocks. 
5. Literacy: 
The total literacy rate in Allahabad district is 62.1 percent .The male and 
female literacy is 75.8 percent and 46.4 percent respectively. In 1971 the 
literacy rate of the Allahabad district was only 23.9 percent .In 1991 the total 
literacy rate was 46.1 percent and the literacy rate among males and females 
was 62.8 and 26.6 per cent respectively. Thus we find an increase of 16 percent 
in total literacy and 13 percent and 19.8 percent in male and female literacy 
rates respectively. The literacy rate is found to be variable in different blocks of 
the district. 
7. Net Sown Area: 
When we discuss about land use, agriculture finds the dominant place in 
various categories of land use. This is true of Allahabad district as well. The 
proportion of net sown area in the district varied around 63 per cent to 65 per 
cent during 1960-61 to 1994-95. But the net sovm area as percentage of total 
reporting area increased to above 67 per cent in 2000 .This is so, because the 
blocks which have remained with Allahabad district had higher proportion of 
net sown area. But the net sown area as per cent of total reporting area varied 
among different blocks of the district. Blocks where proportion of net sown 
area was high (i.e. above 70 per cent) during 2000-01 are Holagarh, Mau-Aima, 
Baharia, Phulpur, Pratappur, Saidabad, Dhanupur, Karchhana, Kaundhiara and 
Koraon. Except Koraon, in these blocks, net sown area has remained stagnant 
within the range of 2 per cent to 3 per cent around their present level. Blocks 
with medium share of net sown area (i.e. between 60 per cent to 70 per cent) 
are Soraon, Bahadurpur, Jasra, Uroowa and Meja. Except Meja, all these blocks 
had attained high level of share of net sown area (i.e. above 70.0 per cent) in the 
past. 
8. Irrigation: 
The Allahabad district had long back shifted from rain-fed fanning to 
irrigation farming. The irrigation intensity i.e. net irrigated area as percentage 
of net sown area has increased from 23.16 percent in 1990-91 to 71.31 percent 
in 2000-01. Earlier there were traditional methods of irrigation. The Canals and 
tube wells together covered less than 50 percent of total irrigated area. Wells 
were generally used for irrigational purposes. Later with the advent of Green 
revolution the imgational infrastructure was developed and the share of wells in 
irrigation decreased. The share of tube wells and canal increased in irrigation 
over the subsequent years. Presently in 2001 the share of Canals in the 
irrigation has increased considerably and is the major source of irrigation in the 
district. The table 3.6 shows the share of various sources of irrigation and the 
total irrigated area in Allahabad District. 
Table 3.6 
Share of Various Sources of Irrigation in Different 
Blocks of Allahabad District 
(2001) 
Modes of 
Irrigation 
Area 
(Hectares) 
Percentage Share 
In Total Irrigated 
Area 
Canal 128721 51.16 
Tube Wells (Govt. + 
Pvt.) 113231 
« 
45.00 
Other Wells & Tanks 4217 1.67 
Lakes And Ponds 4904 1.94 
Other Sources 503 0.19 
Total Irrigated Area 251576 100.00 
Source; Statistical booklet of Allahabad District (2004-05) 
9. Occupational Structure: 
The economic structure of Allahabad has seen a continuous change over 
the past decades. The share of total workers was 34 percent which comprise 
main and marginal workers and the main workers. There share is 34% and 
66% respectively as shown in the Table No. 3.7 below. 
Table No. 3.7 
Percentage Share of Main and Marginal Workers in 
Blocks of Allahabad District 
(2001) 
Blocks Main 
Workers 
Percentage 
Share 
Marginal 
Workers 
Percentage 
Share 
Total 
Workers 
Koarihar 75,736 66.65 37,893 33.34 1,13,629 
Holagarh 32,722 56.55 25,133 43.44 57,855 
Mauaima 38,819 65.07 20,834 34.92 59,653 
Soroun 40,611 63.58 23,259 36.41 63,870 
Bahriya 52,700 59.69 35,584 40.30 88,284 
Phoolpur 44,339 61.73 27,486 38.26 71,825 
Bahadurpur 49,338 59.53 33,532 40.46 82,870 
Partappur 38,704 56.41 29,897 43.58 68,601 
Saidabaad 48,631 63.20 28,316 36.79 76,947 
Dhanupur 41,275 56.69 31,526 43.30 72,801 
Handiya 33,385 60.18 22,083 39.81 55,468 
Jasra 33,522 69.31 14,838 30.68 48,360 
Shankargarh 43,432 79.51 1,192 2.18 54,624 
Chaka 32,515 63.70 18,523 36.29 51,038 
Karchana 38,630 58.00 27,968 41.99 66,598 
Kondhiyaar 29,924 63.96 16,859 36.03 46,783 
Uruva 2,908 56.43 22,929 43.56 52,637 
Meja 36,693 56.64 28,089 43.35 64,782 
Koraon 69,355 64.94 37,435 35.05 1,06,790 
Manda 35,408 65.19 18,902 34.80 54,310 
Total Rural 8,45,447 62.26 5,12,278 37.73 13,57,725 
Total Urban 2,61,151 83.26 52,473 16.73 3,13,624 
Total 11,06,598 66.20 5,64,751 33.79 16,71,349 
Source: Statis tical bookie t of Allahabac District (20 04-05) 
The Table No.3.8 shows the share of various categories of main workers 
in different blocks of Allahabad. Among the main workers the largest share 
is of the other workers, 41 percent cultivators 36 percent and agricultural 
laborers 14 percent .The share of household industry workers is only 9 
percent. Among the marginal workers the largest share is of agricultural 
laborers 47 percent followed by cultivators 24 percent and other workers 18 
percent. The least share is of the household industry workers 11 percent. 
Table 3.8 
Blockwise Percentage Share of Different Categories of JMain Workers 
in Allahabad District 
(2001) 
Blocks Cultivators Agricultural Laborers 
Household 
Industry 
Workers 
Other 
Workers 
Koarihar 38.93 23.79 5.10 32.16 
Holagarh 49.89 24.41 4.80 20.88 
Mauaima 56.73 16.56 5.82 20.86 
Soroun 39.23 16.32 4.92 39.52 
Bahriya 59.10 16.28 6.22 18.38 
Phoolpur 56.25 12.60 9.12 22.02 
Bahadurpur 31.64 14.90 11.89 41.56 
Partappur 56.34 10.40 13.37 19.86 
Saidabaad 39.09 15.71 18.10 27.08 
Dhanupur 47.79 9.77 22.64 19.78 
Handiya 44.72 14.98 17.87 22.41 
Jasra 45.61 21.42 7.80 25.15 
Shankargarh 42.68 22.74 3.46 33.17 
Chaka 19.57 12.25 12.21 55.94 
Karchana 44,33 17.97 8.62 29.06 
Kondhiyaar 50.76 18.29 14.87 16.06 
Uruva 41.99 14.75 14.25 28.99 
Meja 55.43 23.35 4.42 16.79 
Koraon 58.21 28.02 4.92 8.83 
Manda 50.32 19.05 7.68 22.93 
Total Rural 46.65 18.09 9.46 25.77 
Total Urban 1.91 1.35 7.98 88.74 
Total 36.09 14.14 9.11 40.63 
Source: Statistical booklet of Allahabad District (2005-06) • 
10. Industries: 
The fifth century Chinese traveler Fa Huien described the city of 
Allahbad as a trade centre which drew thousands of customers from far off 
place. Al Beruni the Arabian traveler who visited the city in eleventh century 
has described it as an industrial and commercial centre. The major industries 
were boat and stone carving industry. In the days of Akbar Allahabad became a 
centre of carpet weaving industry. Still some weavers produce striped cotton 
sarees in large quantities. The British made it a policy to discourage the local 
manufacturers which was the main cause of the decline of the indigenous 
industries. After independence the industrialization process was quickened with 
the birth of a big industrial centre at Naini in 1957.Presently after Kanpur, 
Allahabad has emerged as a great industrial centre of the region. 
11. Transport: 
Allahabad has been a place of pilgrimage for the Hindus from time 
immemorial and particularly at the time of the kumbh Melaas. Thus a very wide 
and elaborate network of roads has developed since older times. During the 
Mughal period the city became the centie of the carpet industry. This promoted 
the development of trade routes to cities of Delhi, Kanpur, Varanasi, Agra, 
Nagpur, Bombay, Calcutta etc. During the British rule the roads were improved 
but till 1857 all the routes were treated as local and no metalled roads seem to 
have been laid. In 1883 the district was served by 4 metalled roads. The Grand 
Trunk road crossed Ganga at Daryaganj. 
The history of the development of the Railways in Allahabad district 
dates back 1859 when the East Indian railway was formed In 1865 Allahabad 
became linked with Mughalsarai and Jabalpur through the Yamuna bridge. 
Presently the Allahabad district is connected by the rest of the country by the 
National Highway No. 2 and 27. The city is connected to Calcutta, Mumbai, 
Varanas, Luc know, Bhopal , Agra and Kanpur through road and rail. The 
airport at Bamrauli coimects the city to other parts of the nation. 
Cfiapter IV 
SpdtiaC <Distri6ution Of 
Common Lancf ^ sources In 
Ji^CafiaBad district 
It! 
4.1 LAND USE PATTERN OF ALLAHABAD DISTRICT: 
The district of Allahabad is located between 24° 47' N and 25° 43' N 
latitudes and between 81° Sl'E to 82° 2 r E longitudes. It covers an area of 
5482 sq. km. The total rural area is 5365 sq. km. and the urban area is 117 sq. 
km. This district lies in the southern part of the state in the Ganga plain. River 
Ganga and Yamuna flow through the district. The total reported area of the 
Allahabad district was 55413 hectares in 2004-05. The net cropped area of the 
district was 351124 hectares which accounted for 61.89 percent of the total 
reported area The next major share was of area put to non-agricultural use 
which was 7375.5 hectares or 13.31 percent of the total area. The share of 
current fallow land was 8.74 percent. The total area under the common land 
resources was calculated to be 14.52 percent of the total geographical area of 
the district. The area under forests, pastures and grazing lands, cultivable 
wasteland, banen and uncultivated lands and fallow land other than cunent 
fallow was found to be 3.57, 0.30, 2.43, 3.29 and 4.93 percent respectively. The 
rest included the land under the category of miscellaneous uses , current fallow 
land and the land put to non agricultural use. These categories combine together 
form the Common Land Resources of the Allahabad district. The diagram 
below shows the share of various land use categories in the Allahabad District. 
1. Share of various Common Land Resource Categories: 
The share of various Common Land Resource categories among total 
Common Land Resource varied from 2.05 percent to 33.95 percent. The 
categorical share of different categories of Common Land Resources of the 
Allahabad district is given in the Table No. 4.1 below. 
Land Use Pattern of Allahabad District 
(2005) 
Source: Statistical Abstract of Allahabad District (2005-06) 
Figure 4.1 
Table No 4.1 
Share of Various Land Use Categories among Total 
Common Land Resources in Allahabad District 
(2005-06) 
CATEGORY 
Area 
(Km Sq.) 
Percentage of 
Total Common Land 
Resources 
Forest 1978.2 24.58 
Barren And Uncultivable Land 1823.1 22.65 
Cultivable Wasteland 1346.5 17.73 
Permanent Pastures/Grazing Land 166.2 2.05 
Other Fallow Land 2731.9 33.95 
Total Common Land Resources 8045.94 100.00 
Source: Statistical Abstract of Allahabad District (2005-06) 
The Table No 4.1 above has clearly indicated that the Other Fallow Land 
has the largest share among the various types of Common Land Resources in 
Allahabad District. It was found to be 34.0 percent. The next major share was 
of forests,(24.6 percent) followed by barren and uncultivable land (22.65 
percent). On adding area under other fallow land and barren and uncultivated 
land their total share becomes 56.65 percent of the total common land resources 
in the distiict. The next important category in the common land resources was 
cultivable wasteland and permanent grazing and pasture land .Their share in 
common land resources of Allahabad was 17.73 and 2.05 percent respectively. 
The area under permanent grazing and pasture land was just 2.05 percent which 
is of great concern because the existence of the livestock in the distiict is 
largely dependent upon the grazing land and pastures. 
4.2 SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF COMMON LAND 
RESOURCES: 
The share of Common Land Resources varies from one block to 
another. The table No 4.2 below shows the share of common Land Resources in 
different Blocks of the Allahabad District. 
Table No 4.2 
Block Wise Share Common Land Resources in Allahabad District 
(2005-06) 
Name Of 
Block 
Total 
Reported 
Area 
(Km. Sq.) 
Total 
Common Land 
Resources 
(Km. Sq.) 
Percentage Of 
Common Land 
Resources In 
Total Area 
Koarihar 42035 6501 15.46 
Holagarh 14846 1271 8.51 
Mauaima 15060 1617 10.73 
Soroun 13485 645 4.78 
Bahriya 24875 1936 7.78 
Phoolpur 22529 2329 10.33 
Bahadurpur 26468 3563 13.46 
Partappur 21101 1077 5.10 
Saidabaad 19142 1006 5.25 
Dhanupur 17322 641 3.70 
Handiya 16067 756 4.70 
Jasra 26958 4185 15.52 
Shankargarh 46908 14495 30.90 
Chaka 15359 2984 19.42 
Karchana 23281 968 4.15 
Kondhiyaar 20046 1264 6.30 
Uruva 16890 1029 6.09 
Meja 44221 9793 22.14 
Koraon 71942 9155 12.72 
Manda 34643 9226 26.63 
Total Rural 533178 78752 14.77 
Total Urban 22235 4307 19,37 
Total District 555413 78752 14.47 
Source: Statisti za\ Abstract of / Vllahabad District (2004 1-05) 
The block wise share of the Common Land Resources was quiet 
variable. It varied from 3.70 percent in Dhanupur block to 30.90 percent in the 
Shankargarh block. Thus there is a large range of distribution of common land 
resources. The share of various categories of the common land resources also 
varies in different blocks. 
Table No 4.3 
Blockwise Share of Different Categories of CLR in 
Allahabad District 
(2005-06) 
Blocks Total 
Reported 
Area 
(Km.Sq.) 
Forest Cult. 
Waste 
Land 
Other 
Fallow 
Land 
Barren 
And 
Uncult. 
Land 
Permanent 
Pasture 
or 
Grazing 
Land 
Share 
Of 
CLR 
(%) 
Koarihar 42035 132 483 4017 1784 85 15.46 
Holagarh 14846 0 170 746 250 105 8.51 
Mauaima 15060 12 240 622 659 84 10.73 
Soroun 13485 10 214 280 123 18 4.78 
Bahriya 24875 0 195 733 883 125 7.78 
Phoolpur 22529 0 629 342 1183 175 10.33 
Bahadurpur 26468 0 527 885 2149 2 13.46 
Partappur 21101 1 79 604 367 26 5.10 
Saidabaad 19142 2 84 459 454 7 5.25 
Dhanupur 17322 18 102 318 191 12 3.70 
Handiya 16067 0 215 192 340 9 4.70 
Jasra 26958 0 502 2402 1276 5 15.52 
Shankargarh 46908 4818 4137 4003 1525 12 30.90 
Chaka 15359 0 401 782 1801 0 19.42 
Karchana 23281 0 360 475 131 2 4.15 
Kondhiyaar 20046 0 325 765 113 61 6.30 
Uruva 16890 0 136 590 301 2 6.09 
Meja 44221 3983 1269 2140 2400 1 22.14 
Koraon 71942 6115 365 1702 55 918 12.72 
Manda 34643 4765 1735 2273 450 3 26.63 
Total rural 533178 19856 12168 24333 16435 1652 14.77 
Total urban 22235 0 1307 2185 815 0 19.37 
Total district 555413 19856 13475 26518 17251 1652 14.47 
Source: Statistical booklet of Allahabad Distiict (2005-06) 
The table No. 4.3 shows the categorical share of different common land 
resource categories in the various blocks of Allahabad distiict. The detailed 
analysis of table No.4.3 show that the forest and cultivable waste land was 
found to be maximum in the Shankargarh block whereas other fallow land was 
found maximum in the Kaurihar block. A considerable share of barren and 
uncultivable land was found in Meja. The areal share of pastures was negligible 
in many blocks but the largest area under pasture and grazing land was found in 
Koraon block. The figure No. 4.2 below shows the spatial distribution of 
common land resources in AUahahabad district in 2005. 
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4.3 REGIONS OF COMMON LAND RESOURCE: 
To analyze the block wise distribution of the common land resources all 
the blocks were categorized into three different types to generate the regions of 
low, medium, and high com-m.on land resources. The blocks were categorized 
into thiee classes on the basis of the percentage share of area of common land 
resources in a particular block. The percentage share of area under common 
land resources in different blocks varied from 3.70 in Dhanupur to 30.90 in 
Shankargarh block. The Figure No. 4.3 shows the regions of low, medium and 
high common land resources. There are twenty blocks in Allahabad district. 
The categorization of these blocks into low, medium and high CLR Regions 
shows that in general the majority of blocks lie into low CLR Region .The 
number of blocks in medium and high CLR Region is quiet low as compared to 
the low CLR Region. The numbers of blocks which are found in low CLR 
Region are 10 whereas the numbers of blocks present in medium and high CLR 
Category are only six and four respectively. The areal extents of the different 
CLR regions also vary from one another. 
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1. Region of High Common Land Resources: 
The region of high concentration includes four Blocks namely 
Shankargarh, Chaka, Meja and Manda. These all lie in the Trans-Yamuna tracts 
in the southern part of the distiict. Within the blocks having high Common 
Land resources there is a variation in share of common land resources in total 
area of the block from 19.42percent in Chaka to 30.90 percent in Shankargarh. 
On analyzing the share of various categories of Common Land Resources it 
was found that large share of forests was the major factor for the presence of 
high percentage of Common Land in the blocks of Shankargarh, Meja and 
Manda. It was also found that although there is negligible forest cover in the 
block of Chaka it is included in the areas of High Common Land Resource. 
This was due to the presence of large areas of Barren, Unculturable and Fallow 
lands in Chaka. 
In general these blocks are having large concentration of common land 
resources and lack in industrialization and urbanization. The physical features 
of the region are also found in conformity with the presence of large common 
land resources. The trans-Yamima region is an area of poor sandy soil (full of 
kankar) with stretches of Sodic land popularly known as "Usar". This region 
also forms a part of the Bundelkhand region 
2. Region of Medium Common Land Resources: 
This region includes the block of Phoolpur, Mauaima, Kondhiyaar 
,Bahadurpur, Jasra and koraon. Generally it covers the Western and South 
western part of the district except the blocks of Mauaima and Phoolpur which 
lie in the northern part of the district. 
The blocks contrary to the blocks of high common land resources have a 
vei-y less share of forests in general and only Koraon is an exception having 
where the forest cover an area of 67percent among the common land resources. 
In all the blocks except Koraon the major share of common land resources is 
occupied by the fallow land, banen land and uncultivated land. The variation of 
the percentage of common land resources in the six blocks was found to be 
between 10.33 percent in Phoolpur to 15.52 percent in Jasra. This region 
occupies the parts of the Trans-Yamuna tract, Doab region and Trans-Ganga 
tract also. Thus the impact of physical features upon the distribution of common 
land resources seems to be veiy less in the region. 
3. Region of Low Common Land Resources: 
The area of low concentration of Common land Resources comprised of ten 
blocks These ten blocks of the district comprise about 34percent of the total 
geographical area and 13percent of the total common land resource area of the 
district. All the blocks have negligible or no forest cover but small amount of 
grazing land is found in these blocks. On further analysis it is seen that the 
share of fallow land, barren land and uncultivable land is about 70-80percent in 
the total common land resource area. 
The area of low common land resources was found in the northern and 
eastern part of the district. The absence of forest cover in this region is mainly 
due to presence of good alluvial soil and high level of agricultural activities. 
Thus the forest was mainly cleared for agriculture and residential purposes. 
Most of the industrial and agricultural activities of the Allahabad district are 
found to be dominant in this region. 
4.4 TEMPORAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE COMMON LAND 
RESOURCES: 
The common land resources in the district are changing continuously. The 
forest cover and the pastures are continuously decreasing whereas the change in 
uncultivable land, fallow land and the cultivable waste land is also seen. Thus 
the common land resources are in a dynamic state. To study the temporal 
change in common land resources the spatial distribution of common land 
resources was analyzed for 1995and 2005 It was seen that the percentage share 
of common land resources among the various blocks in 1995 vaiy from 4.61 in 
Soraon to 31.4! in Shankargarh. Thus there is a large range of variation in the 
percentage share of common land resources in different blocks of Allahabad 
district. The Table No 4.4 below gives the block wise share of common land 
resources in the Allahabad district for the year 1995. 
Table No 4.4 
Block wise Share Common Land Resources in 
Allahabad District 
(1995) 
Name of 
Block 
Total 
Reported Area 
Total Common 
Land Resources 
Percentage of Common Land 
Resources in Total Area 
Koarihar 20713 4011 19.36 
Holagarh 14831 1575 10.61 
Mauima 15058 2174 14.43 
Soraon 13485 622 4.61 
Bahriya 24835 3,123 12.57 
Phoolpur 22529 2690 11.94 
Bahadurpur 26468 4271 16.13 
Partappur 21101 1851 8.77 
Saidabaad 19126 1355 7.08 
Dhanupur 17317 1162 6.71 
Handiya 16067 1066 6.63 
Jasra 26960 3051 11.32 
Shankargarh 46673 14663 31.41 
Chaka 15359 3242 21.10 
Karchana 23281 1814 7.79 
Kondhiyara 20046 1648 8.22 
Uruva 16890 1140 6.74 
Meja 45021 11006 24.44 
Koraon 73346 15162 20.67 
Manda 32810 7998 24.37 
Total Rural 511916 81624 15.94 
Total Urban 22235 4503 20.25 
Total District 534151 86127 16.12 
Source: Statistical booklet of Allahabad District (1995-96) 
Table No 4.5 
Blockwises Share of Different Categories of 
CLR in Allahabad District 
(1995) 
Blocks 
Total 
Reported 
Area 
Forest Cult. 
Waste 
Land 
Other 
Fallow 
Land 
Barren 
And 
Uncult. 
Land 
Permanent 
Pusture 
And 
Grazing 
Land 
Percent 
Share Of 
Common 
Land 
Resources 
Koarihar 20713 33 422 1463 2017 76 19.36 
Holagarh 14831 3 178 917 370 107 10.61 
Mauima 15058 40 309 1062 670 93 14.43 
Soraon 13485 18 108 335 147 14 4.61 
Bahriya 24835 - 195 798 2005 125 12.57 
Phoolpur 22529 - 632 571 1312 175 11.94 
Bahadurpur 26468 - 527 876 2866 2 16,13 
Partappur 21101 23 227 1152 423 26 8.77 
Saidabaad 19126 70 252 614 412 7 7.08 
Dhanupur 17317 13 235 680 222 12 6.71 
Handiya 16067 - 232 497 330 7 10.58 
Jasra 26960 2 507 1227 1310 5 3.89 
Shankargarh 46673 4804 4137 4410 1300 12 31.41 
Chaka 15359 - 480 730 2032 - 21.10 
Karchana 23281 - 322 1127 363 2 7.79 
Kondhiyar 20046 4 402 913 268 61 8.22 
Umva 16890 1 136 699 303 1 6.74 
Meja 45021 4872 1281 2397 2453 3 24.44 
Koraon 73346 7013 3366 3063 737 983 20.67 
Manda 32810 2932 1839 2632 484 11 24.37 
Total Urban 22235 — 1403 2048 1046 6 20.25 
Total Rural 511916 19828 15787 26163 20024 1722 15.94 
Total District 534151 19828 17190 28211 21070 1728 16.12 
Source: Stat istical book let of A] lahabad District (1995-96^ ) 
Note: all the values are in Km. Sq. 
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On analyzing the common land resources of the Allahabad District in 
1995-96 (Table No. 4.4) and 2005-06 (Table No. 4.2). It was found that there is 
an overall decrease in the common land resources over the last decade. It was 
from 16.12 percent in 1995 to 14.47 percent in 2005.The decadal change in the 
common land resources was calculated to be -1.75 percent. The Table No. 4.5 
shows the share of different categories of common land resources in different 
blocks of Allahabad district in 1995. The block wise decadal change in the 
common land resources is given in the Table No 4.6 below. The decrease in 
common land resources is seen in both urban and rural areas. The decrease of 
common land resources in the urban areas was found to be much larger than in 
the rural areas. It was found to be -1.17 and -0.88 percent in urban and rural 
areas respectively. 
Table No 4.6 
Blockwise Decadal Change in Common Land 
Resource in Allahabad District 
(1995-2005) 
Blocks 
Percent Share of 
CLR 
(1995-96) 
Percent Share Of 
CLR 
(2005-06) 
Decadal Change 
In CLR 
(1995-2005) 
Koarihar 19.36 15.46 -3.90 
Holagarh 10.61 8.51 -2.10 
Mauaima 14.43 10.73 -3.70 
Soroun 4.61 4.78 +0.17 
Bahriya 12.57 7.78 -4.79 
Phoolpur 11.94 10.33 -1.61 
Bahadurpur 16.13 13.46 -2.67 
Partappur 8.77 5.10 -3.67 
Saidabaad 7.08 5.25 -1.83 
Dhanupur 6.71 3.70 -3.01 
Handiya 10.58 4.70 -5.88 
Jasra 11.31 15.52 +4.21 
Shankargarh 31.41 30.90 -0.51 
Chaka 21.10 19.42 -1.68 
Karchana 7.79 4.15 -3.64 
Kondhiyaar 8.22 6.30 -1.92 
Uruva 6.74 6.09 -0.65 
Meja 24.44 22.14 -0.30 
Koraon 20.67 12.72 -7.95 
Manda 24.37 26.63 +2.26 
Total Urban 15.94 14.77 -1.17 
Total Rural 20.25 19.37 -0.88 
Total District 16.12 14.47 -1.75 
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Figure No. 4.1 
The block wise temporal change in common land resources as shown in 
the diagram No 4.2 below reveals that in general there is a decrease in the 
common land resources in all the blocks except three blocks where an increase 
in common land resources was seen. They are Jasra, Soraon and Manda.The 
detailed analysis of the share of various common land resource categories 
(Table No. 4.3 and 4.5) shows that although the Jasra block has shown a decline 
in the various categories of common land resources a sharp increase in the 
"Other Fallow land" is seen.Thus the total share of common land resources in 
the Block Jasra increased by 4.21 percent. The Soraon Block also shows a 
marginal increase in the common land resources. This is due to the increase in 
the culturable waste land and a slight increase in the pastures and grazing land. 
All the other categories have shown a declining trend. The Manda block is 
lying in the region of high common land resource. The shares of common land 
resource in the district in 1994-95 was 24.37 percent but it has further increased 
to 26.63 percent .This is due to the increase in the forest resources. The other 
categories have shown a similar declining trend as shown in other blocks of the 
district. 
The detailed analysis of temporal change in common land resources 
reveals a sharp decrease in common land resources in the past decade. This 
proves our hypothesis that the common land resources are decreasing at a fast 
rate. 
4.5 MODES OF UTILIZATION COMMON LAND RESOURCES: 
The common land resources as discussed before are those land resources 
upon which no individual has any property rights. This land may belong to 
government agencies like Gram Smaaj etc. Every individual living nearby 
utilizes the common land resources for various puipose of their utility. The 
common land resources are thus utilized for grazing and pastures, agro-forestiy, 
cultivation of crops and social forestry. 
They are also used as play grounds, cemeteries, cremation grounds etc. 
Sometimes a single piece of "Common Land" is used for number of uses like 
playground for children, pastures, resting ground for pet animals like cows or 
celebration grounds for various social and religious functions like maniages , 
Raam-leela, fairs etc. 
Table No 4.7 
Share in Utilization of Common Land Resources in The 
Sampled Villages 
Category Of 
Respondents 
Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Using CLR 30 93.75 32 86.48 35 76.08 97 84.35 
Not Using CLR 2 6.25 5 13.51 11 23.91 18 15.65 
Total 
Respondents 
32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The Common Land Resources are generally utilized by a large part of 
the rural population. The share of those utilizing common land resources was 
found to be 84.53 among the total respondents. The rest of the respondents were 
not using the common land resources. The Table No. 4.7 gives the village wise 
analysis of the respondents using the common land resources. It is seen that the 
percentage of respondents using the of common land resources varies from 
76.08 percent in the village of low common land resources to 93.75 percent in 
the village of high common land resources. The respondents were found to 
utilize the common land resources in various ways. On analyzing the 
questionnaire five major categories of mode of utilization of common Land 
resources were found. These categories were agro-forestiy, social- forestry, 
cultivation of crops, grazing land and miscellaneous. The table No. 4.8 gives 
the percentage share of respondents in various modes of common land resource 
utiUzation. 
Table No 4.8 
Share of Respondents in Various Modes of 
Common Land Resource Utilization 
Modes of CLR 
Utilization 
Number of 
Respondents 
Percent of Total 
Respondents 
Grazing / Pasture 96 48.48 
Agro-Forestry 48 24.24 
Social-Forestry 29 14.64 
Crop Cultivation 19 9.59 
Other Uses 6 3.03 
Total 198 100.00 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The most favorite use of common land resources was found to be 
Grazing and Pasture .Thus 48.48 percent of the total respondents were found to 
be engaged in this activity. The next important use was found to be Agro-
forestry (24.24 percent) followed by Social Forestry (14.64 percent).Crop 
cultivation was done only by 9.59 percent of the respondents whereas only 3.03 
percent used Common Land Resources for other uses.The village wise analysis 
of the various modes of utilization of the Common Land Resources is shown in 
the Table No. 4.9. 
Table No 4.9 
Respondent wise Share in Various Modes of Common Land Resource 
Utilization in Sampled Villages 
Modes Of 
Utilization 
Lohgra 
(High) 
Ratipur 
(Medium) 
Kathaula 
(Low) 
Total 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Grazing/Pasture 30 44.77 31 44.92 35 56.45 96 48.50 
Agro-Forestry 20 29.85 28 40.58 — — 28 24.24 
Social-Forestry 3 4.47 10 14.50 16 25.80 29 14.64 
Crop Cultivation 8 11.94 — — 11 17.74 19 9.59 
Other Uses 6 8.95 — — — — 6 3.03 
Total 67 100 49 100 62 100 178 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The village wise analysis of common land resources reveals that the 
number of modes of utilization of common land resources is not same in all the 
sampled villages. They vary from three in the villages of medium and low 
common land resources to five in the village of high common land resource. 
Social forestry and Grazing and pasture were found to be common in all the 
sampled villages. Crop cultivation is not practiced in the village of medium 
common land resources whereas Agro-forestry was absent in the village of low 
common land resource. The common land resources are utilized for "Other" 
purposes only in the village of high common land resources. The various modes 
of utilization of common land resources and their presence in different sampled 
villages is discussed below. 
1. Grazing and Pasture: 
This IS most common use of common land resources. The share of 
respondents involved in grazing and pasture were found to be 48.50 percent. 
The share of grazing and pastures was found to be largest among all the modes 
of CLR utilization in all the sampled villages. This mode had a wider 
distribution in all the sampled villages because the farmers were generally 
keeping cows and buffaloes for agricultural, domestic and business purposes. 
The landless people are mostly dependent upon the drought animals for their 
livelihood and utilize the common land resources as grazing and pasture land. 
Thus Common Land Resources have an economic significance for the landless 
and marginal farmers. 
2. Agro-Forestry: 
Agro-Forestry is also an important mode of utilization of common land 
resources. About 24.24 Percent of respondents using common land resources 
were involved in agro-forestry. There are two types of tree plantation in agro-
forestry. First one is that is which trees like Eucalyptus or Babool are planted 
on boundaries of cultivated land areas to protect the crop form winds and 
animals This also provides fodder for the animals and fuel-wood and timber 
for the household activities. In the second type, trees bearing fruits were used 
on borders of agricultural fields. They provide not only timber and small 
amount of fuel-wood but also fruits for household use and also for economic 
gains. Such examples were found in the blocks where the soil is fertile. In these 
blocks we find availability of moisture to facilitate fruit trees of Guava, Papaya 
and Mango etc. The Agro-forestry is found to occur in the villages of high and 
medium common land resources only. The basic cause for their absence from 
the village of low common land resources is the infertility of soil and poor 
irrigational facilities. 
3, Social forestry: 
Social forestry is the next important mode of utilization of common land 
resource. The share of social forestry was found to be 14.64 percent among the 
total .This is practiced in all the sampled villages. Their share varies from 25.80 
percent in the village of low common land resources to 4.47 percent in the 
village of High Common Land Resources. The people plant various plants 
which grow fast and thus give quick returns. Eucalyptus and popular are such 
plants. However, Kikar or Babool are also being planted if the land is given for 
longer period or is less fertile. This was witnessed in the village of low common 
land resource where the land is quiet infertile and irrigation is also poor. These 
plants are found either near railways tracks, roads, canals or are Gram Smaaj 
lands. In some cases such land was given by village Pradhan on time-period 
basis to low-middle income class people on lease. 
4. Crop Cultivation: 
Crop cultivation is the next important use of common land resource. 
These lands are either Gram Smaaj land or surplus land acquired during land 
ceiling act. This land is sometimes given on lease by village administrative 
bodies to the landless villagers for a fixed period of time. Sometimes such land 
is also grabbed by rich and politically influential farmers if it occurs to be 
adjacent to their agricultural fields. If a well to do or rich farmer takes such land 
on lease then the common land resources are well utilized because of input of 
many techno-economic resources. Crop cultivation has a share of 9.59 percent 
among the total modes of utilization of common land resources. It is practiced 
in the villages of high and low common land resources .The probable reason for 
this may be the soil condition of the villages. The soil of the Villages of High 
and Low Common Land Resources was found to be poorer than that of the soil 
of the village of medium common land resources. Thus people in the villages of 
medium common land resources turn towards agro-forestry or social-forestiy to 
get better returns. 
5. Other Uses: 
The common land resources were utilized in many other ways in the 
village of high common land resources. Other miscellaneous uses include 
housing activities, poultry farms and use of common land resources as 
playgrounds and resting ground for animals. One important use was querying in 
the stony areas was seen. 
Hence it was observed that a proper utilization of Common land 
Resources can result in many socio—economic benefits. This proves our 
hypothesis that the Common Land Resources are utilized by poor and landless 
farmers for economic gains. 
Cdapter V 
Qeo-%conomic JLnaCysis of 
Common Land'^sources 
^ ffi 
5.1 SOCIAL PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENTS: 
The geo-economic analysis of the common land resources requires an in 
depth study of the socio-economic structure, farming characteristics and the 
various mode of utilization of the common land resources. The various modes 
of utilization of common land resources have different economic benefits. It is 
also governed by the size of land holding, agricultural and non-agricultural 
income, caste, social status, availability of technology, family size and 
educational status. All the factors stated above tend to change the mode and 
intensity of use of common land resources. Thus it is worthwhile to analyze the 
major socio-economic characteristics, farming status and mode of utilization of 
common land resources by the landless, small, marginal, medium, large and 
very large farmers. 
L Social Structure of the Respondents: 
The role of socio-economic parameters upon the mode and intensity of 
utilization of common land resources cannot be ignored. Thus the 
management of common land resources in highly governed by the age 
structure, family size, caste composition and the educational structure of the 
respondents and their family members. A high degree of variation in all these 
parameters was found among the 115 respondents of the 3 sampled villages. An 
effort has been made in this chapter to analysis the similarity and differences in 
the various socio-economic parameters of the respondents of the sampled 
villages. The results of primary data collected during the field survey of the 
sampled villages are given below. 
2. Age-Composition of Respondents: 
The total numbers of respondents under the study were 115. They were 
divided into 3 categories on the basis of their age as shown in table no.5.1 
below. The age composition of the population has an important role in the 
society when decisions have to be taken and new ideas are to be adopted. In 
general it is found the younger people are more innovative, adoptable to new, 
ideas, and less resistive inn abolishing the old customs and practices whereas 
the elder people are not so. 
Table No. 5.1 
Age Composition of Respondents 
Age 
Group 
Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Upto 25 6 18.75 4 10.82 5 10.86 15 13.05 
25-45 
14 43.75 10 27,02 17 36.95 41 35.65 
Above 
45 
12 37.50 23 62.16 24 52.19 59 51.30 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
On analyzing Table No. 5.1 it is clearly seen that the largest number of 
respondents are of between 25-45 years of age. They constitute 35.65 percent of 
the total respondents. The share of respondents above 45 years was 51.30 
percent. This shows that in general the old people were more involved in 
decision making process. The middle age groups were found to be active and 
acceptable to new ideas, innovations and technologies. The younger people 
constitute 13.05 percent of the total respondents. Thus it is easily understood 
that younger age group in not much involved in agricultural activities or in 
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decision making process. Those who are educated do not remain in village and 
tiy to search for better avenues. 
The village wise analysis reveals that the village with medium Common 
Land Resources has largest share of older people among the respondents. Also 
the share of younger age group is least among the sampled villages. The share 
of elderly people among the respondents shows orthodox culture in which the 
people of middle age group do not have the opportunity to take decision in the 
agricultural practices. Also the younger age group seems to take little interest in 
the agriculture. The older by the virtue of their old age have the power to take 
decision in agricultural activities and also the utilization of common land 
resources. On further analysis it is also seen that the village having medium 
common land resources has a different composition of caste and land holding 
status from the villages of the other two categories. 
3. Caste Composition: 
The analysis of the caste structure of the sampled villages showed that 
each village has a distinct composition of various castes. In total the study 
undertaken among 115 respondents revealed sixteen different religion/castes. 
The share of various religion/castes under the study varied from 1.73 percent in 
case of Dhobi, Kushwaha and Yadav to 21.73 percent in case of Brahamans. 
The other caste/religions having some considerable proportion were Harijan 
(12.17 percent), Paal (11.30 percent) and Muslims (9.56 percent). Thus there 
was a large variation of different castes/religion in the study as shown in the 
table no. 5.2 below. 
Table No. 5.2 
Caste/Religion Wise Share of Respondents 
S.No. 
Caste/ 
Religion 
Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. Share No. Share No. of Share No. Share 
1. Bhartiya 3 9.37 4 10.81 — — 7 6.08 
2. Brahman 3 9.37 22 59.45 — — 25 21.73 
J . Chamar 3 9.37 — — 3 6.52 6 5.21 
4. . Dhobi — — — — 2 4.34 2 1.73 
5. Harijan — — — — 14 30.43 14 12.17 
6. Khurmi 8 25.00 _— — — — 3 2.60 
7. Kumhar — — 3 8.10 — — 3 2.60 
8. Kushwaha — — — — 2 4.34 2 1.73 
9. Lohar 3 9.37 — — 2 4.34 5 4.34 
10. Madari 3 9.37 — — — — 3 2.60 
11. Muslim 3 9.37 — — 8 17.39 11 9.56 
12. Nai 3 9.37 — — — — 3 2.60 
13. Paal — — — — 13 28.26 13 11.30 
14. Pasi 3 9.37 — — — — 3 2.60 
15. Teli — — 8 21.62 — — 8 7.18 
16. Yadav — — — — 2 4.34 2 1.73 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
On analyzing the selected villages independently the numbers of 
religion/castes found in the various selected villages were 9 in village of high 
common land resources, 4 in villages of medium common land resources 
and 8 in village of low common land resources. An interesting observation 
was that not a single religion/caste was found similar in all the 3 categories of 
the sampled village. Out of the total 16 castes/religions only 5 were found to be 
present in any 2 of the 3 sampled villages. Thus it indicates towards the 
segregation of the society on the basis of caste/religion. The Table No. 5.3 
below give the village wise share of Scheduled castes (SC), other backward 
classes (OBC) and General class. 
Table No. 5.3 
Share of SC/OBC and General Category 
among The Respondents 
Category Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
General 
Class 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
1. Brahman 3 21.42 22 100 — — 25 ^21.73 
2. Muslim 3 21.42 — — 8 100 11 9.56 
3. Patel 8 57.14 — — — __. 8 6.95 
Total 
General 
class 
14 43.75 22 59.45 8 17.39 44 38.27 
Category Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
OBC 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
1. Dhobi 
— — — — 2 25.00 2 1.73 
2. Kushwaha 
— — — — 2 25.00 2 1.73 
3. Lohar 3 50.00 
— — 2 25.00 5 22.72 
4. Nai 3 50.00 — — — — 3 13.63 
5. Teli — — 8 100 — — 8 36.36 
6. Yadav — — — — 2 25.00 2 9.09 
Total OBC 6 18.75 8 21.62 8 17.39 22 19.13 
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Category Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
Scheduled 
Castes 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
1. Bhartiya 3 25.00 4 57.14 — — 7 6.08 
2. Chamar 3 25.00 — — 3 10.00 6 5.21 
3. Harijan — — — — 14 46.66 14 12.17 
4. Kumhar — — 3 42.86 — — 3 2.60 
5. Madari 3 25.00 — — — — 3 2.60 
6. Paal — — — — 13 43.33 13 11.30 
7. Pasi 3 25.00 — — — ~ 3 2.60 
Total 
Scheduled 
Castes 
12 37.50 7 18.91 30 65.21 49 42.60 
Grand Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The share of scheduled castes was found to be highest being 
42.60percent among the total respondents and it included 7 castes the highest 
hare was of Harijan (12.17 percent) followed by Paal (11.30 percent). In case of 
other backward classes the numbers of castes/religion were six and the 
percentage share of respondents among the total respondents was 19.13percent, 
the highest being Teli (36.36 percent). The rest of the respondents were of 
general categoiy and constituted 38.27percent. This category included only 3 
castes/religion the highest being Brahmans (21.73 percent) followed by 
Muslims (9.56percent). 
The village wise analysis revealed the largest share of scheduled caste in 
the village of low common land resources whereas the largest share of OBC 
among all the selected villages was found in the village of medium common 
land resources. The share of respondents belonging to general categoiy was also 
highest in the village of medium common land resources. 
4. Family Size: 
The size of the family is an important factor in governing the economic 
endeavors of a person. The farmers with larger family size are bound to 
generate more income for their sustenance. The farmers of small Land holding 
have to search for the different sources of income so as to supplement their 
agricultural income. The mode and intensity of utilization of utilization of 
common land resources is thus dependent upon the family size also. 
Considering the above facts it become quiet important to look into the family 
size of the respondents. 
Table No. 5.4 
Average Family Size of Sampled Villages 
Sampled Villages No. of Respondents Average Family Size 
Lohgra 32 10.41 
Ratipur 37 8.00 
Kathaula 46 8.30 
Total 115 8.90 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The average family size of all the 115 respondents was found to be 8.9. 
On further analysis the family size of different villages it was found that the 
largest family size (10.41) is found the village of high common land resources 
followed by village of small common land resources (8.30). The village of 
medium common land resources has a family size of 8.00 which is even smaller 
than the average overall family size of the respondents. Thus the family size of 
the sampled village varied from 8.00 to 10.41.The Table No.5.4 below shows 
the average family size of the sampled villages. 
Table No.5.5 
Family Size of Sampled Villages 
Family Size 
Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Very Small 
(<06) 
5 15.63 9 24.32 7 15.21 21 18.26 
Medium 
(7-10) 
14 43.75 23 62.16 32 69.56 69 60.00 
Large 
(11-15) 
9 28.12 4 10.81 7 15.21 20 17.39 
Very Large 
(>15) 
4 12.50 1 2.70 — — 5 4.34 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The Table No. 5.5 above gives the detailed village wise family size of 
the respondents. It is clearly seen that the village of large common land 
resources has the largest share of 'very large' family size category among all the 
thiee sampled villages. The village of medium common land resources has the 
largest share of small category of family size among the sampled villages. It is 
24.32 percent. 
The respondents have been divided into 4 categories on the basis of their 
family size. Thus it is revealed that the largest number of the respondents have a 
medium family size i.e.between 7-10. They constitute about 60 percent of the 
total respondents. About 18.26 percent of the respondents have a family size up 
to 6. It is seen that 17.39 percent of respondents have a large family size of 11-
15 whereas only 4.34 percent have a very large family size. 
The share of small family size category i.e. up to 6 members varies 
froml5.21 percent in village of low common land resources to 24.32 percent in 
the village of medium common land resources. The family size of 7-10 has been 
taken into medium category. It varies from 43.75 percent in village of large 
common land resources to 69.56 percent in the village of small common land 
resources. The family having 11-15 members has been categorized into 'large 
Family Size' category. It varied from 10.81 percent in the village of medium 
common land resources to 28.12 percent respondents of the village of large 
common land resources. The families having more than fifteen members were 
grouped into 'very large' category. It included 12.5 percent of the respondents 
of the village of high common land resources and 2.70 percent of the 
respondents of the medium common land resources. There were no families 
having more than fifteen members in the village of Small Common Land 
Resources. An interesting feature is that in all the sampled villages the largest 
share of family Size is of medium sized families but their percentage share 
decreases as the distance of the village increases from the Allahabad city. Thus 
we see that the share of medium size family is 69.56 percent in the village of 
low common land resources which is only 12 km. from the city but this share 
decreases to 62.16 percent and 43.75percent in case of medium and high 
common land resources villages which one located at a distance of 35 and 40 
km. from Allahabad. The reason for their pattern is probably difference in life 
style of the people in the village near city and those away from the city. The 
adoption of new pattern of lifestyle involves more expenditure and thus it 
becomes difficult to maintain a large family. 
5. Educational Status of the Respondents: 
The role of education in social transformation and adoption of new ideas 
does not require much emphasis. The education is one of the foremost factors in 
changing the society because it affects the decision making process, perception 
of various phenomenons and adoption of new technique and ideas. In relation to 
Common Land Resources the role of education is also quiet important. The 
mode and intensity of utilization of a resource is highly dependent upon the 
educational level of an individual. Education brings change in the method of 
thinking and mode of working. Thus an educated society or individual has the 
potential to utilize the various types of the Resources which may be a 'neutral 
stuff to an uneducated or illiterate society. Thus the educational status of the 
respondents was also analyzed in the present study. 
Table No.5.6 
Educational Status of The Respondents 
Educational 
Status 
Loh gra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Illiterate 23 71.87 17 45.94 38 82.60 78 67.82 
High School 2 6.25 5 13.51 2 4.34 9 7.82 
Intermediate 3 9.37 9 24.32 3 6.52 15 13.04 
Graduate 3 9.37 2 5.40 3 6.52 8 6.95 
Higher /Tech. 
Education 
1 3.12 4 10.81 5 4.34 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Fielc Surve y (2006 ') 
Among all the respondents five categories were made on the basis of 
their educational level as shown in Table No.5.6 above. The educational level of 
the respondents varied from Illiterate to Higher/Technical education. The share 
of illiterates was largest i.e., 67.82 percent and it is quiet similar to the previous 
studies. The next major group among the respondents was found to be those 
who have passed Intermediate. They account for 13.04 percent. Those who have 
studied up to High School were found to be only 7.82 percent. The rest included 
the graduates (6.95 percent) and the respondents having higher/ technical 
education (4.34 percent). Thus in general only 32.18 percent respondents were 
found to be literate. 
The village-wise analysis revealed that the share of illiterates vary from 
17.40 percent in village of low Common Land Resources to 54.06 percent in 
village of medium Common Land Resource. The in-depth analysis revealed that 
this difference may be related to the presence of different castes in those 
villages. The difference in attitude towards education in the various castes 
showed a clear effect upon the 'village literacy'. The respondents having 
higher/technical education were having the largest share in the village of 
medium Common Land resource and it is quiet reasonable because 54.06 
percent of the respondents were found to be literate. Similarly the village with 
the least literacy had no respondents having higher/technical education. On 
further analysis of the respondents in different categories of educational level it 
is seen that largest share of respondents who have studied up to High School 
were found in the village of medium Common Land Resources (13.51 percent). 
Similarly the largest share of Intermediates (24.32percent) was also found to be 
in the same village. In case of graduates the largest share was found in the 
village of High Common Land resource. Thus in general the village with the 
lowest Common Land Resources has the least education status followed by the 
village of the High Common Land Resources. The highest educational level 
was found among the respondents of the medium Common Land Resources. 
An interesting feature is that although the village of low Common Land 
resource is only 12 km away from the district headquarters but no impact of the 
nearness to Allahabad city was seen upon the educational status of the village 
where 82.60 percent were illiterate. The village of medium Common Land 
Resources is more away from the district headquarters but is only 6 km from the 
Handiya town where the impact of the nearness of Handiya town was seen in 
the educational level of the respondents of the village. 
5.2 ECONOMIC PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENTS 
The economic status, income. Land holding and the farming 
characteristics of any individual has a direct relationship upon the various 
social, ethical and communal issues. Thus it is quiet clear that these factors do 
have a significant impact upon the various modes of utilization of Common 
Land Resources and the extent of their utilization also. 
1. Sources of Income: 
The respondents were questioned for their various source of income. It 
was found that agriculture was not the only source of income of the farmers but 
they were engaged into various non-agricultural activities also like business, 
herding, labor and various types of temporary employments. The field survey 
revealed various combinations of sources of income of the respondents. In total 
eight different combinations of various sources of income was generated. The 
Table No. 5.7 shows the detailed distribution of various sources of income of 
the sampled villages. 
Table No.5.7 
Sources Of Income Of The Respondents 
Sources of 
Income 
Lohgra Ratif )ur Kathaula Total 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Shar 
e (%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Agriculture 
Only 
8 25.00 15 
40.5 
5 
5 10.86 28 24.34 
Agriculture And 
Business 
12 37.50 20 
54.0 
5 
8 17.39 40 34.78 
Labour 6 18.75 1 2.70 15 32.60 21 18.26 
Employed 3 9.37 1 2.70 3 6.52 7 6.08 
Herding 1 3.12 — — 3 6.52 4 3.47 
Business Only 2 6.25 — — 2 4.34 4 3.47 
Ag. And 
Herding Etc. 
— 
— 
— — 6 13.04 6 5.21 
Labour And 
Herding 
— — — 
— 4 8.69 4 3.47 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
In general the largest shares of the respondents were found to be engaged 
in agriculture along with some business. They constituted 34.78 percent of the 
total respondents. The next major economic activity was agriculture. Thus 
24.34 percent of the respondents were found to be engaged in agriculture alone. 
A large part of the respondents were working as "labors". They work as 
labour either in small industries, agricultural fields or go to the nearby city to 
work on daily basis. They constitute about 18.26 percent of the total 
respondents. The other sources of income were private/government jobs 
(6.08percent) agriculture along with herding (5.21 percent), herding alone 
(3.47percent), business only (3.47percent) and herding along with laborer 
activities (3.47percent). 
The village-wise analysis revealed that in the village of high common 
land resources agriculture along with business is the most favorite activity (37.5 
percent) followed by agriculture (25.0 percent) and labor (18.75 percent). The 
most adopted source of income in the village of medium common land 
resources was also agriculture and business (54.05 percent) followed by 
agriculture only (40.54 percent) but there were only 4 combinations of the 
sources of income. The respondents in the village of low common land 
resources were engaged in as much as eight combinations of economic 
activities. It is quiet important to note that only 10.86 percent of the respondents 
were involved in agriculture and 17.39 percent are involved in agriculture along 
with business. Thus in total less than one third respondents only were involved 
in agricultural activities. The most common economic activity was "labors" and 
its share was 32.60 percent of the total respondents. Thus a very diverse form of 
the economic activities was found in the village of low common land resources. 
2. Land Holding Status of the Respondents: 
India is mainly an agricultural country. The major part of the population 
is engaged in agricultural activities. The intensity of the agricultural activities 
has a direct relationship with not only the presence of agricultural Land but also 
upon the fertility of the land. The social structure of India is such that the 
ownership of land is an important indicator of an individual's socio-economic 
status in the society. As the land is already very scarce it is much valued by the 
Indian people. 
Various studies regarding the ownership of land and adoption of new 
technologies and ideas have revealed that there is a significant impact of land 
ownership and size of land in both personal and public decision making. Thus 
the individual's decision regarding the utilization of common land resources is 
also effected by one's land ownership. The smaller farmers are more prone to 
use the common land resources for increasing their economic gains than the 
large farmers. Thus an attempt has been made to analyze the size of land 
holdings. Both actual size and the operational size of the land holdings have 
been discussed. 
3. Actual Size of Land Holdings: 
The Table No. 5.8 below shows the actual size of the land holding of the 
respondents. The actual size of the land holding is the total land under the 
possession of the individual. This includes not only the land under cultivation 
but also the uncultivated land. The uncultivated land may be land under groves, 
pastures or waste land. But in the present study only agricultural land owned by 
an individual has been considered. The total respondents have been divided into 
six categories. 
Table No 5.8 
Landholding Status of the Respondents In Sampled Village 
Actual Landholding Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
Status 
(Hectares) 
No. Of 
Resp, 
Share 
(%) 
No, Of 
Resp, 
Share 
(%) 
No. Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. Of 
Resp, 
Share 
(%) 
Landless 4 12.50 1 2.72 22 47.84 27 23.47 
Marginal (0-lhect.) 10 31,25 14 37.83 17 36.95 41 35,65 
Small (1-2 Hect.) 4 12.50 5 13.51 3 6.52 12 10.43 
Medium (2-4 Hect.) 4 12.50 13 35.13 4 8.69 21 18.26 
Large (4-6 Hect.) 3 9.37 4 10.81 — — 7 6.08 
V. Large (> 6 Hect.) 7 21,87 — — — — 7 6.08 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
ource: Field Survey (2006) 
The categorization of landholdings has been modified according to the 
status of landholding size m Allahahbad district. 
The Table No. 5.8 clearly reveals that out of the 115 respondents 27 do 
not posses any agricultural land. Thus 23.47 percent are landless. This is quiet 
significant because the share of land holders in a village is the indication of 
overall prosperity of the region. Thus larger the share of the landholders higher 
would be the prosperity. The respondents having landholding up to one hectare 
were found to be 41 and they constitute 35.65 percent of the total and 46 
percent among the landholders. This situation has arisen due to the continuous 
fragmentation of the agricultural land over the generations. Thus most of the 
farmers now have marginal agricultural farms. 
The next category includes respondents of small landholding ranging 
between 1-2 hectares. It includes 12 respondents which constitute only 10.43 
percent of the total respondents and 14.0 percent among the landholders. This 
category along with those having marginal land holdings (0-1 hectares) adds up 
to 46.18 percent of the total and 81 percent among the landholders which is not 
a good sign. 
The overall situation becomes .a little better in case of farmers holding 
medium size of landholding. It includes 2-4 hectares of land. There are 21 
respondents in this category and it comprises 18.26 percent of the total 
respondents and 24.0 percent among the land holder. Although the farmers had 
divided their land among their sons and grandsons but still a large portion of 
land is in possession of their children because earlier they had a much larger 
land holding. 
The share of large and very large land holding was found to be 6.08 
percent respectively. Both these categories have 7 respondents each. They 
include the respondents with the landholding between 4 - 6 hectares and greater 
than 6 hectares respectively. The share of large and very large landholders 
among the landholders was 8 percent respectively. 
The village-wise analysis of the landholding status shows a great 
variation. The presence of landless people was found maximum in the village of 
low. Their share was found to be 47.84 percent. The least share of landless 
people is found in the village of Low common land resources. The share of 
farmers having up to 1 hectare of landholding was found to be 36.95 percent in 
the village of low common land resources. On adding the two categories it 
became 84.95 percent of the total respondents. It was seen that none of the 
respondents were having large or very large landholdings. 
The village of the medium common land resources showed a slightly 
different distribution of the landholding. There were 10.8 percent of the 
respondents having large land holdings but still the maximum share of 
landholders were having land up to 1 hectare .They constituted 37.83 percent 
among the total respondents of the village. 
The village with the high common land resources has a quiet different 
scenario. It was analyzed that there were 21.97 percent of the respondents 
having very large landholdings. Thus it showed that earlier they must be having 
a much larger piece of land under each farmer which has now fragmented into 
smaller pieces. The share of landless people was least among all the landholding 
categories. They were only 12.05 percent. This village also has the highest share 
of fanner having landholdings up to 1 hectare only. The most marked feature 
among the sampled villages regarding the distribution of land holding was that 
as the distance from the Allahabad city was increased the proportion of 
respondents with medium, large and very large size of land holding also 
increased. 
4. Operational Size of Landholding: 
In India in general and especially in the northern India was see that 
sometimes the land owner does not cultivate his land himself rather it gives the 
land to any other person on an agreement or contract. This system is quiet 
common. The landholder gives the land to the tiller according to his terms and 
conditions. The tiller cultivates the land and generally 50 percent of the product 
is given to the land holder. Sometimes the input cost is borne by the landholder 
and the agriculture produce is shared equally. The basis of the contract is the 
demand and supply ratio. When the demand is more the owner of the Land 
dictates his terms and conditions to the tiller otherwise when the supply of land 
is more and the demand is less the tiller of the land dictates his terms and 
conditions. 
Thus the area cultivated by the respondents may or many not be the same 
as registered under his name. Thus an attempt has been made to analyze the 
operational Land holding of the respondents. The respondents have been 
similarly divided into six categories as in case of actual size of landholding. 
Table No. 5.9 
Operational Size of Landholding of the Respondents in 
Sampled Villages 
Operational 
Landholding 
Status 
(Hectares) 
Lohgra Ratipur Kathaula Total 
No. 
of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
No. 
Of 
Resp. 
Share 
(%) 
Landless 5 15.62 1 ' 2.70 22 47.82 28 24.34 
Marginal 
(0-1 Hect.) 9 28.12 12 32.43 18 39.13 39 33.91 
Small 
(1-2 Hect.) 6 18.75 7 18.91 5 10.86 18 15.65 
Medium 
(2-4 Hect.) 8 25.00 15 40.54 1 2.17 24 20.90 
Large 
(4-6 Hect.) 1 3.12 2 5.40 
— — 3 2.60 
Very Large 
(> 6 Hect.) 3 9.39 — , 
— — — 3 2.60 
Total 32 100 37 100 46 100 115 100 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
It is observed that the number of the landless people was 27 in table no. 
5.8 but an increase of 1 respondent was seen in Table No. 5.9. Thus one of the 
respondents having marginal landholding must have given his land to someone 
for cultivation. Similarly a decrease of 2 respondents is seen in case of farmers 
having land up to 1 hectare. These respondents must have given their lands to 
much larger farmers because it is quiet uneconomical to cultivate a smaller field 
than a larger one. A decrease of 4 respondents was found in the case of 
respondents with large and veiy large landholdings. Similarly they must have 
given their lands to farmers with smaller landholding. Thus in general it was 
found that people are prone to give their lands to others for cultivation. 
The large farmers do not cultivate their lands themselves because they do 
not want to work in fields and can get enough money by giving their land to 
other person. Another reason is that it is different to manage a large size of 
landholding alone and the agricultural laborers are not available when needed so 
they give a part of it to other people for cultivation. Thus we find an increase of 
3 respondents in the respondents having n\edium size of land holding and 6 
respondents in case of farmers with small landholdings. 
The village-wise analysis also reveals the same pattern. The respondents 
having larger landholding tend to give'full or part of it to other person generally 
havihg a small piece of land or to those who do not posses land. 
5.3 LAND USE PATTERN: 
The respondents were found to cultivate their land throughout the year. 
The two agricultural seasons Rabi and Kharif have a different cropping pattern. 
At some time during the year the land is kept follow also. It is seen that 14.84 
and 11.88 percent of Land is kept follow during the Kharif and Rabi season. 
Although most of the farmers devote their agricultural land for cultivation but a 
small part of it was also found to have orchards and groves. Guava is an 
important fruit in Allahabad district. Thus people devote a small part of their 
land for Guava orchards. 
The increasing cost of agricultural imports is also one of the factor due to 
which the fanner are not showing interest in the cultivation of crops. The 
fanners having large land holding thus try to devote a part of their land for 
orchards and thus they save the yearly agricultural input costs. The rest of the 
land is cultivated. 
Earlier with the introduction of new variety of seeds, fertilizers and 
machines the agricultural production has increased many times. But presently 
due to increase in demand the cost of agricultural inputs has increased very 
much. There are many problems regarding availability of fertilizers, seeds and 
other necessary inputs at the right time and reasonable cost. All this added with 
shortage of labors and increase in labor cost has resulted in a typical situation 
where the farmer finds the agriculture as a non-profitable business. In spite of 
all the problem the worse is that the prices of agricultural commodities is low in 
the market. 
This situation has diverted attention of the farmer towards other means of 
income. They are now turning towards plantation of various varieties of 
eucalyptus trees and Guava etc. In one of the sampled village banana cultivation 
is also being done. The role of agro-forestry is very significant at this point of 
time. This is because the farmer are assured to get some benefit from Agro-
forestry rather than crop farming -where there are several problems in 
cultivation, production and sale of the crops. Some scholars are of view that the 
government should seriously think over the present situation. Either the prices 
of the agricultural input should be reduced or the prices of the agricultural 
products should be increased so that agriculture becomes a profitable 
occupation. However, it is worthwhile to discuss in brief the salient features of 
cropping pattern adopted by the respondents of the sampled village during Rabi 
and Kharif season. 
1. Landuse Pattern of Kharif Crops: 
The Kharif season is one of the important seasons of agriculture. About 92.5 
percent of total landholdings of the respondents were under cultivation during 
this season. This season starts from mid July to end of October. Most of the 
rainfall was found to occur in this period only. The crops of this season 
generally require more water. Thus both rain water and irrigated water is used. 
The major crops of this season are Rice, Pulses, Bajra and Potato etc. Table 
No.5.10 gives the share of various crops in selected villages of the district. 
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Rice: 
Rice was found to be the most cultivated crop during the Kharif season. 
Its share varies from 68 percent in village of low Common Land Resources to 
82 percent in village of high Common Land Resources. The average share was 
found to be 72 percent. The Rice crop requires large amount of water for 
irrigation. It also requires laborers. It is seen that rice is cultivated mainly in 
areas where better irrigation facilities are present. Thus it is grown largely in the 
village of medium and high common land resources and its share in the village 
of low common land resources was only 11 percent. The per hectare yield of 
rice varied from 2400 kg in village of high common land resources to 4400 kg 
per hectare in village of medium common land resources. Thus the average 
yield was found to be 3200 kg per hectare. The variation in yield was due to 
various factors such as soil, irrigation, fertilizers etc. Although rice cultivation 
is quiet beneficial to the farmers due to very good returns but it may result to 
degradation of the soil in the long run. 
Pulses: 
Many varieties of Pulses are grown in the district. All together they add 
up to almost 7 percent of the net sown area of the sampled villages. Thus it 
occupies an important position in the Kharif crops of the region. The yield of 
pulse was found to vary from 1200 Rg per hectare in village of low common 
land resources to 1400 kg per hectare in village of high common land resources. 
Thus the overall average yield was found to be 1333 kg per hectare. 
With the advent of the green revolution the cultivation of the pulses has 
shown a decreasing trend. This was due to the government policy of cultivating 
more food grains to become self-sufficient. However after some time both the 
academicians and the politicians realized the shortage of pulses which has lead 
to shaip increase in their prices. Thus efforts were made to enhance the aerial 
strength of the pulses by various policies and strategies of pulses cultivation. 
Thus an increase in the pulse cultivation is seen now. 
The spatial distribution of pulses is quiet variable. Some varieties of 
pulses are produced without irrigations while some of them require very little 
irrigation. It requires very little amount of rainfall and the water should neither 
accumulate in its root nor it should withstand for a longer time in the fields of 
pulses. The area under pulses cultivation varies from 2 percent in the village of 
medium common land resources to 11 percent in the village of large common 
land resources. 
Bajra: 
It is one of the important coarse grains of the Kharif season. It occupies 
about 8 percent of the total agricultural land of the sampled villages. This crop 
is mainly found in the village of low common land resources. About 90 percent 
of the area of Bajra cultivation is found in village of low common land 
resources. The average yield of Bajra is about 1600 kg per hectare. The 
cultivation of Bajra is found to be highly associated with the quality of soil. 
Bajra is sown after the first shower of monsoon in late June or mid July. 
A long break in rainfall or excessive rain may damage the crop. On the other 
hand water logging is equally harmful. Thus crop is never sown in low lying 
fields. Well drained and generally light soil such as sandy or sandy silt is best 
suited for cultivation of this crop. Bajra is a rain fed crop but sometimes it is 
irrigated also. Bajra is a cereal crop as well as a good fodder crop used either in 
green form or its dry stalk is used for feeding the animals. It is very nutritious 
for animals. 
Fodder: 
The Table No. 5.10 shows that farmers also grow some fodder. It is 
mainly used as animal food. Although the share of area under fodder is 
negligible but it is quiet important for the sustenance of the livestock population 
of the sampled village. 
it is quiet interesting that the no fodder is grown in the village of high 
common land resources. Largely fodder is grown in the village of medium 
common land resources which occupies 60 percent of the total area under 
fodder. 
Potato: 
Potato was found only in one of the sampled village. The village of 
medium common land resources had devoted a small amount of agricultural 
land for potato cultivation. The total area under Potato was only 1.3 percent of 
the net sown area of the sampled village. Potato requires specific type of soil, 
irrigation and moderate climate. Thus it is not grown in other sampled villages 
mainly due to poor soil and poor irrigation facilities. Yield was found to be 
1600 kg per hectare. 
Banana: 
It was found that some farmers of the village of low common land 
resources had shifted their attention towards growing of more remunerative 
crops. Thus a small part of the total area under crop cultivation was devoted for 
Banana. The major problem faced by the farmer in Banana cultivation was that 
it needs heavy input of fertilizer, pesticides, irrigation etc. The fruit is ready for 
consumption in about one year. Thus farmers with small Land holding are 
unable to invest their money for long period of time. The area under Banana 
was found to be only 1.75 percent of the total area under cultivation. 
Fallow: 
Some of the land occupied by the farmers is also left follow in both the 
agricultural seasons. Some patches of land due to their incapability to produce 
the crops are left fallow for two or more years. In general the share of fallow 
land varies from 5 percent in village of medium common land resources to 15 
percent in village of low common land resources. Overall 7.3 percent of the 
total Land under cultivation is left fallow in the Kharif season. The share of 
fallow Land in the total cropped area is an indicator of intensity of cropping. 
Thus smaller the share of fallow land higher is the intensity of cropping. The 
presence of better inigation facilities, fertilizers etc. also reduces the share of 
fallow land of an area. 
2. Pattern of Land use in Rabi Season: 
Rabi is the most important season of the district. The crops of this season 
are generally sown in the late October or beginning of November and are 
harvested in the month of April. Most of the Rabi crops are sown on the 
agricultural land occupied by the Kharif crops in the previous season. Thus the 
land is to be prepared for the Rabi crops. This is very essential. Irrigation and 
repeated ploughing is done to ensure that the land is ready for sowing of the 
Rabi crop. The major crops of this season are Wheat, Gram, Peas, Sunflower 
and Banana. A small part of the total area under cultivation is left fallow also. 
About 94.5 percent of the total Land holding of the respondents was cultivated 
during the Rabi reason. The rest 5.5 percent was left as fallow. The share of 
area under cultivation was more in the Rabi reason as compared to Kharif 
season. The share of area and spatial distribution of various crops of the Rabi 
season is given in the Table No. 5.11. 
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Wheat: 
Wheat is the most important crop among all the crops of Rabi and Kharif 
seasons. The people of the region are generally dependent upon wheat for their 
daily diet. Thus it is the staple food of the region. The wheat crop is cultivated 
in 82 percent of the total net sown area in the Rabi season. Its aerial strength 
varies from 70 percent of the net sown area in village of low common land 
resources to 90 percent in village of medium common land resources. Although 
the yield of wheat varied from 1800 kg per hectare in village of high common 
land resources to 2800 kg per hectare in village of medium common land 
resources but the average yield of the sampled villages was found to be 2200 kg 
per hectare. 
It is usually sown in the month of November or even in early December. 
It takes 3 - 4 watering during 4 - 5 months of growing season. It ripens in 
March and April and is generally very dry when harvested. Wheat requires a 
firm seed bed. Therefore, fields are thoroughly prepared before its sowing. The 
farmers generally irrigate the land after ploughing. The Wheat crop is highly 
susceptible to various diseases thus the high yielding varieties especially need 
insecticides and pesticides for their proper growth. In the past when the seeds of 
high yielding varieties were imported a weed has also arrived in India. This had 
created a lot of problems to the cultivators because in spite of excessive use of 
weedicides, these weeds had not completely eradicated. 
The aerial strength of Wheat cultivation is quiet variable for different 
sampled villages. The village of low Common Land resource share only about 
12 percent of the total area under Wheat cultivation while the village of 
Medium and High Common Land Resource have 45 percent and 43 percent of 
the total area under wheat cultivation respectively. The reason for this variation 
is mainly due to difference is soil type and level of agricultural development in 
the different villages. 
Gram: 
This is also one of the important Rabi crops. This crop is found in 
villages of medium and high common land resources. It occupies 4.2 percent of 
the total net sown area. The larger part of that area is found to occur in the 
village of high common land resources which share about 70 percent of the total 
area under gram cultivation. Rest of the cultivated area is found in the village of 
medium common land resources. The yield was 800 kg per hectare. The 
cultivation of Gram was found to occur more in the areas where soil is not very 
fertile and the irtigation facilities are also not good. 
Peas 
The area under Peas cultivation is more than that under Gram. It is 4.8 
percent of the total area under cultivation. Pea is also cultivated in the same 
geographical area where Gram is cultivated. It is cultivated in the villages of 
high and medium common land resources. It occupies a significant place in the 
Rabi crops of the sampled villages. The village of high common land resources 
occupies 10 percent of the total area under Peas cultivation while rest of the 
area is found in village of medium common land resources. There is no 
cultivation of Peas in village of low common land resources. The average yield 
was found to be 1000 kg per hectare. 
Mustard: 
The cultivation of Sunflower was done in the village of High Common 
Land Resource only. It shares only 0.8 percent of the net sown area of the 
sampled villages and 2 percent of the net sown area of High Common Land 
Resource. This is mainly grown for extracting Mustard oil which is used in 
various purposes. The yield was found to be 600 kg per hectare. 
Banana: 
Banana was cultivated only in village of low common land resources. 
The percentage share of Banana in the Rabi season was 2.6 percent which was 
larger than its share in Kharif season. This was due to the difference in the total 
area under cultivation during the two cropping season. 
Fallow: 
Like the Kharif reason a small part of the Land is left fallow in the Rabi 
season. The share of fallow land varies from 4 percent in village of high 
common land resources to 17 percent in village of low common land resources. 
In general overall 5.6 percent of the total net sown area is left fallow during the 
Rabi season. The share of fallow land is less in Rabi season as compared to 
Kharif season. It is quiet significant that there is decrease in share of fallow land 
in the village of high and medium common land resources but there is an 
increase in the share of fallow land in the village of low common land 
resources. 
5.4 GEO-ECONOMICS ANALYSIS OF COMMON 
LAND RESOURCES 
In the present era of globalization after the Green Revolution agriculture 
is no longer in its 'subsistence' form. The farmers are m.uch concerned about 
getting better and better returns upon their agricultural inputs. It is being 
facilitated firstly by the advent of the Green Revolution and secondly by the 
various economic policies, liberalization and technological development in the 
country after the heavy inputs given by the government in the last decades. 
Thus the farmers are more concerned with the cost-benefit analysis of the 
agricultural produce. The cost-benefit ratio is found to be highly effected by the 
size of land holding, technological advancements, type of crop, productivity, 
soil structure, demand in the market, marketing processes and channels etc. 
Thus cost-benefit analysis of the respondents was calculated on the basis of the 
size of land holding as shown in the Table No. 5.12 below. 
Table No. 5.12 
Landholding Wise Cost-Benefit Analysis of Agricultural Income 
Landholding 
Category 
Average 
Agricultural 
Input 
Average 
Agricultural 
Output 
Average 
Agricultural. 
Income 
(Benefit) 
Percentage 
Benefit Upon 
Input 
Very Large 
(> 6 Hect.) 2,33,966.7 5,45,966.7 3,12,000.0 133.35 
Large 
(4-6 Hect) 1,28,333.3 2,97,000.0 1,68,666.7 131.42 
Medium 
(2-4 Hect.) 82,154.1 1,93,725.0 1,11,570.8 135.80 
Small 
(1-2 Hect.) 39,944.4 98,844.4 58,900.0 147.45 
Marginal 
(0-1 Hect.) 13,002.5 28,841.0 15,838.4 121.81 
Landless 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The Table No. 5.12 shows that the range of benefit in agricultural 
activity varies from 121.8 percent to 147.5 percent. In general the farmers 
having marginal size of land are unable to get a good profit over their produce 
than the farmers with larger size of land holding. It is found that in case of very 
large farmers the average input is Rs.23, 39,667 but the benefit is 133 percent 
only. Whereas on an average the farmers having small iandholding invest Rs. 
39,944.4 but get a profit of 174.5 percent. This is due to the fact that small 
farmer do not need labors in their fields but the larger farmers have to spend 
some extra money to employ labors in their fields. The farmers having marginal 
size of Iandholding also do not employ labors but their input cost is high in 
relation to the output which leads to decrease in their profit. The above analysis 
shows a farmer with small Iandholding is in better position over the farmers 
having large Iandholding but it is not so because although the percentage of the 
profit is more but the total income of a large farmer is quiet larger than a farmer 
with small Iandholding. 
In the field survey it was revealed that the respondents are not purely 
dependent upon agriculture for their livelihood but they are also involved in 
other economic activities also. The "Common Land" is also being used far 
economic gains. There are many uses of common land resources which give 
different amount of benefit to the people. 
It has been already discussed that the major modes of utilization of 
Common Land Resources are agro-forestry, social forestry, grazing and pasture, 
crop cultivation and other uses. Thus a cost-benefit analysis would reveal the 
profit obtained by the use of Common Land Resources. Considering this a cost-
benefit analysis was worked out for the utilization of Common Land Resources. 
The Table No 5.13 gives the cast-benefit analysis of the Common Land 
Resources. 
Table No. 5.13 
Cost Benefit Analysis of Common Land Resources 
Modes of CLR 
Utilization 
Input 
(Rs.) 
Output 
(Rs.) 
Profit 
(Rs.) 
Percentage 
Benefit 
Agro-Forestry 2000 4200 2200 110.00 
Social Forestry 1500 3200 1700 113.33 
Grazing /Pasture 1750 4000 2250 128.57 
Crop Cultivation 5200 7800 2600 50.00 
Other 0 1000 1000 100.00 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
On analyzing the Table No. 5.13 we find that the profit or income from 
common land resources varies from 50 percent in case of crop cultivation to 
128.5 percent in case of grazing and pasture. The most beneficial use of 
common land resources was found to be as grazing and pasture land followed 
by social forestry, agro-forestry and other uses and finally crop cultivation 
which gives 50 percent benefit upon the initial input. 
Thus the analysis of Table No.5.13 has established the economic 
significance of the use of Common Land Resources. Thus income is generated 
by the respondents with the use of common land resources. The Table No 5.14 
analyzes the landholding wise number of respondents and the average income 
generated from the common land resources. 
Table No. 5.14 
Landhotding Wise Average Common Land Resource Income 
Landholding 
Category 
No. of 
Respondents 
Average 
CLR Income 
(Rs.) 
Very Large 
(> 6 Hectare) 3 57,600 
Large 
(4-6 Hectare) 3 36,577.78 
Medium 
(2-4 Hectare) 24 38,412.5 
Small 
(1-2 Hectare.) 18 28,272.22 
Marginal 
(0-1 Hectare) 39 38,110.26 
Landless 28 29,467.86 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
It 
The largest income was obtained by the very large farmers i.e. about Rs. 
57,600 followed by medium sized farmers. The main factors for their huge 
income is that they generally utilize the common land resources as grazing and 
pasture land and this gives the maximum benefit of common land resources. 
They have a large number of cattle which sustain upon the common land 
resources. The income of very small farmers from common land resources was 
found to be Rs.38, 110. The major modes of utilization of common land 
resources by them are social forestry or crop cultivation. Next to them the small 
and landless farmers generally utilize the common land resources for agro-
forestry, crop cultivation or as grazing or pasture land but their extent of 
utilization of common land resources is quiet limited. Thus, they do not get 
much benefit. 
Apart from the income from common land resources the fanners are also 
engaged in other economic activities. Thus they have some other source of 
income also. Table No. 5.15 shows the landholding wise breakup of the total 
income of the respondents. 
Table No 5.15 
Landholding Wise Total Income of The Respondents 
Landhoiding 
Category 
Average 
Agricultural 
Income 
(A) 
Average 
Other 
Income 
(B) 
Average 
CLR 
Income 
(C) 
Average 
Total 
Income 
D = 
(A+B+C) 
Very Large 
(> 6 Hect.) 3,12,000 8,166.667 57,600 3,77,766.7 
Large 
(4-6 Hect) 1,68,666.7 18,577.78 36,577.78 2,23,822.26 
Medium 
(2-4 Hect.) 1,11,570.8 10,291.71 38,412.5 1,60,275.00 
Small 
(1-2 Hect.) 58,900 20,585.58 28,272.22 1,07,727.80 
Marginal 
(0-1 Hect.) 15,838.46 19,546.12 38,110.26 73,494.87 
Landless — 31,600.00 29,467.86 61,067. 86 
Source: Field Survey (2006) 
The Table No 5.15 shows that in general the average agricultural income 
increase with the income in the size of the landholding but there is a uniform 
decrease in the other income with the increasing landholding. The share of 
various sources of income and comparative total income for different 
landholders is shown in the figure no. 5.1 below. The average common land 
resources income is quiet varied in different categories of landholding but they 
have a significant share in the total income. The figure no. 5.2 below shows the 
comparative share of various sources of income in the total income. 
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To analyze the share of common land resources among the total income 
of the respondents the landholding wise share of common land resources 
income in the total income of all the respondents as a whole and in sampled 
villages respectively was worked out as shown in the table no.5.16 . 
It was found that the share of common land resources income varies 
from 14.76 percent in the very large farmers to 50.86 percent in the category of 
very small farmers. There is a general increase in the share of the common land 
resources income with the decrease in the Landholding thus we find a 
relationship of dependency upon common land resources for the livelihood in 
the small and landless farmers. Thus with the above findings our hypothesis is 
proved. 
BJ m 
ConcCusion 
m m 
In the previous studies many scholars have tried to define, dehneate and 
classify the common property resources and common land resources. There 
have been a number of studies related to the utilization, their present status and 
the consequences of the man's overuse of the common property resources. 
There had been sincere efforts by various scholars to study the methods and 
ways to manage the common land resources. Still there is a need for analyzing 
the management of common land resources considering their economic and 
geographical importance. Thus the present study w^ as undertaken to investigate 
this aspect of the common land resources. 
Two hypotheses were formulated in order to analyze the dynamics of 
common land resources change and their economic significance. The study 
area, Allahabad district chosen for the study was quiet suitable due to the 
presence of various types of soils and physiographic diversities. The district is 
largely covered by the alluvial soil. A part of the district is also having old 
alluvium and sandy soil having kankar or nodules. 
The share of common land resources in the total area of Allahabad 
district was found to be 14.47 percent. The formation of common land resource 
region on the basis of the share of common land resource in a particular block 
showed a clear picture of the blockwise distribution of common land resources 
in the Allahabad district. The region of high common land resource was found 
mainly in the southern part of the district .This region in general has poor soil 
and it forms a part of the Bundelkhand region. The region of medium common 
land resource was found mainly in the western and south western part of the 
district. The region of low common land resource was found in northern, 
eastern and central parts of the district where alluvial soil is found. The 
temporal change in common land resources revealed a decrease of common 
land resources by -1.75 percent. In general there is decrease in common land 
resources in all the blocks except three blocks of Soroun, Manda and Jasra. The 
increase in the common land resources in these blocks is mainly due to increase 
in area under other fallow land or cultivable wasteland. 
The field survey in the sampled villages revealed that the average family 
size of the sampled villages varies from 8.00 to 10.41 the overall average being 
8.90.The family size is an indicator of the educational level and economic 
status of an individual. The educated ones tend to have a smaller family than 
the uneducated. The large family size leads to greater need of income. The 
educational status of the respondents showed that only 32.18 percent are 
literate. Among the literates the share of those who have studied up to High 
School of Intermediate is 65 percent. The large family sizes, high illiteracy and 
uneconomical agricultural practices have forced the people to turn towards 
other sources of income. There are eight different types of combinations for 
various sources of income. Only a quarter of the respondents were found to be 
engaged in agriculture alone. The study revealed that 84.4 percent of the 
respondents were using common land resources for economic gains. 
The common land resources were found to be utilized in various ways. 
The major mode of utilization of the common and resources were agro-forestry, 
crop cultivation, social-forestry, grazing/ pasture and some other ways. The 
most favorite mode of common land resource utilization was grazing/pasture 
followed by agro-forestry, social-forestry and crop cultivation. 
The utilization of common land resources is directly related to the family 
size, economic status, educational level and the landholding status of an 
individual. The detailed field survey showed that the landless (23.47 %) small 
(10.43 %) and marginal (35.65 %) farmers constitute up to 70 percent of the 
total. Thus the geo-economic analysis of the common land resources revealed 
that all the categories of farmers were utilizing the common land resources to 
supplement their agricultural income. Although all those utilizing common land 
resources are getting monetaiy benefit but the most beneficiaries are marginal 
fanners followed by the landless and small fanners. The percentage share of 
income from the common land resources in the total income of marginal, small 
and landless farmers is found to be 50.8, 44.91 and 24.13 percent respectively. 
Thus it has clearly proved the economic significance of the common land 
resources. 
The present analysis shows that there are several issues of concern 
regarding the common land resources. Firstly,the concept and definition of the 
common land resources should not be ambiguous. Secondly, the "common 
lands" should be defined and identified separately. The proper and detailed 
assessment of their nature, feasibility of their optimal utilization and 
management should be well studied. Without the extensive survey of these 
lands the process of proper utilization, allocation, management and 
conservation of common land resources can not be done optimally. Thirdly, the 
socio-economic condition and the cultural background of the inhabitants of the 
adjoining areas of occurrence of common lands should be understood in detail. 
The detailed and in depth knowledge of the socio-economic condition and the 
cultural background of the inhabitants is necessary because it has a direct 
relationship with the mode and intensity of utilization of the common land 
resources. Fourthly, the environmental feasibility should be taken into 
consideration while utilizing common land resources. This only could lead to 
sustainable development. Fifthly, measures should be taken to spread enough 
awareness among the masses regarding the need, importance and economic 
benefits through proper utilization of these resources. Sixthly, there should be 
adequate laws to check the rampant use of these resources. The local 
administration should be vigilant to check the trespassers. Finally 
commercialization of the economy has led to decline in the old traditions and 
value systems which used to protect the common land resources This has 
created a danger of further depletion to the extent of extinction of the common 
land resources which are already degraded to a large extent. 
The income from common land resource has a considerable share in the 
total income of the landless, marginal and small farmers. The present laws are 
unable to control the degradation and rampant use of these resources and the 
influential and wealthy people are utilizing them for their own benefit. There 
are many approaches for the conservation and management of the common land 
resources. The approaches for the management and conservation of the 
common land resources are same as for the management and conservation of 
the natural resource. 
These approaches can only be effective with the involvement of the local 
community and people's participation. Thus considering the emergent need for 
conservation of these resources the participatory approach to the conservation 
of the resources seems to be the most suitable option. 
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